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1. An En wwiky concerning the Books of the 
New en, Whether they were written by 
Divine Inſpirations &c. 


u. REMAREKS on Britanicus's 8 Lrrrrks, 
poubliſhꝰ'd in the London Journals of the 4th and 
11th of April, 1724; and re- publiſhed in the 
Journals of the 3th and 12th of April 1729; con- 

taining an Argument drawn from the ſingle Fact 
of Chriſf's Reſurrection, to prove the Divinity 8 
of his Miſſion. Wherein is ſhewn, that Britan- 
nicus's Argument does not anſwer the Purpoſe for 
which it was intended. And in which is likewiſe 

|  ſhewn, what was the great and main End that 
the Reſurrection of Chrif was intended to be 

ſubſervient to; viz. not to prove the Divinity of 
his Miſſion, but to gather together his Diſciples, 
to commiſſion, and qualify, and ſend them forth 

to preach his Goſpel to all Nations. 


N 11. The CAsE of Abraham with reſpect to 
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his being commanded by-Gop to offer his Son 


Jaan in Sacrifice, farther conſidered. In Anſwer - 


to Mr. Stone's Remarks. In a Letter to the Rev. . 


Mr. Stone. 
IV. The Equity and Reaſonableneſs of a 55 


ture Judgment and Retribution exemplify'd ; or, 
a Diſcqurſe on the Parable of the unmerciful Ser- 
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vant, as it is related in Matth. xviii. from Verſe 
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E N Q ul RY 


| Concerning thi 


Books of the New Te eftament, 


Whether they were written by divine 
| inſpiration, according to the vulgar 
uſe of that expreſſion, that is, Whe- ; 


ther the minds of the writers were 


under ſuch a divine direction, as that 
Almighty God immediately reveal- 
ed to, and impreſſed upon them the 
8 ſubject matter therein contained. 


„ 


IN A 


E Lerrzx to 4CLERGYMAN, 5 


A Te 1 en 


ENQUIRY 


Concerning the 


= Books of the New Teſtament, 
Whether they were written 85 di- 


vine Inſpiration, &c. 


Reverend Sir, 


and as 1 gave you my opinion concerning 


thoſe books, that they were not written by 
divine inſpiration according to the vulgar uſe 
of that expreſſion; that is, the minds of the 

writers were not under ſuch a divine direction 


in the writing thoſe hiſtories and epiſtolary 


_ diſcourſes ®, as that God immediately revealed 


to, and impreſſed upon them the ſubject mat- 
ter therein contained; but only that they were 


under a firm belief and expectation of a future 
judgment and retribution, and ſo were diſpoſed 
at their utmoſt Peril to give (as accordingly 


= Note, I here except the reve ation of St, Jus out of the | 


caſe. | 


they 


— 
s $9, % >” ous — 
et. — ad” + - — * — = 


a r OE RT 
—— —— — 


81 entirely agree with you, it is a 
matter of great importance, that 
the writings of the New Teſtament 
ſhould be fer upon a right foot, 
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they did) to the beſt of their ability an Honeſt 
and faithful account of matters of fact, which 
in the main were /triHly true, according to 
what they themſelves had heard and ſeen, or 
upon the 3% information they could receive 
from others, who were eye witneſſes, and mi- 
niſters or attendants on the Meſſiah, allowing 
a poſſibility of miſtakes in leſſer circumſtances, 
which perhaps all hiſtories (except written by 
divine inſpiration, as aforeſaid) are liable to. 5 
That the doctrines they delivered, and*the = 
duties they required, were ſuch as they them. | 
ſelves had verbally received from the mouth 
of Chriſt, or from thoſe who had thus receiy- 
ed them from him; or by a ſpecral revelation 
from God (by viſion. or otherwiſe); or by in- 
ferences drawn from the writings of the Old 
{| Teſtament; or from the reaſon of thingy, arit 
{ the like (God not ſuffering them always to 
| Continue in error in any material point, which 
cConcerned the happrneſs and ſalvation of mans 3 
kind); I ſay, as I gave you my opinion in this Ut 
point, when I had the pleaſure of your FF 
company and converſation ſome few days tf 
| paſt: So I have now taken the freedom to FF GG 
lay before you the grounds and #eaſms, upon af 
which that opinion is founded, And. by 
Firſt, With reſpect to the hiſtorical parts of be 
the New Teftament, that they were not write F © 
ten by divine inſpiration in the ſenſe above FF. Fe 
mentioned, but only by Honeſt men, who gave CT 
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a fair and faithful account of matters of fact, | be 
which in the main were ftriftly true accord- ing 


ing 
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Was 16 
3 or r upon the beſt Sing 4 could "Mm 1 W 
obtain from others, my reaſons are as follow. i 1 
Fire, It is very ſtrange and unreaſonable | 6 
to ſuppoſe or expect, that God ſhould thus Nee 
interpoſe, by inſpiring men to vrite an biſ- Wl: 
tory of matters of fact, when there were 7 14 
many living witneſſes, which could from their _ 1 
own knowledge give this hiſtory without any | 14 
. Inſpiration. And it is yet more ſtrange, that eee 
_ fome of thoſe men, by whom this hiſtory , wm 
Was given, had the perſonal knowledge of thoſe I Wl lr 
very facts, as being eye and ear witneſſes of Aae 
the ſame, antecedent to ſuch inſpiration. 1 | 6 
ſay, it ems very unlikely, that God ſhould. __ [ 1 
thus interpoſe 1 in an extraordinary way for the 5 | WAR 
delivery of an hiſtory, which could be done. | 10 
in an ordinary way, without ſuch an extraͤ- 1 
ordinary interpoſition, ſeeing it is what he —_— | it 
dot h not uſually do in other cas: \| 6 | 
Secondly, The variety of penmen employed \| I! 
in writing the goſpel hiſtory makes it very 0% 
g improbable, that it was written by divine in- Mall 
ſpiration in the ſenſe abovementioned. If Wk 110 


God had thought fit thus to interpoſe | in this —_— 
affair, then when he had given an hiſtory | [R087 


ii 
by the pen of one man, there would have 0 1 þ 
been no need of a ſecond to come after to Wt: 


confirm, or to ſupply the defects of the former. 1 


1 i * 1 
For as it may be fairly preſumed he would ie 
; have written at firſt, all that was proper to RTE 


be known by poſterity ; ; ſo his authority, be. 
ing ſtampt YPOB.; it, was ſufficient to gain cre- 
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= upon the world, ant = was no need 
of a ſecond, or third, or fourth hiſtory to ſe rve 


theſe purpoſes. 
Thirdly, The diſagreement of choſe hiſtories 


with reſpe& to ſome fas, or the circum- 


 flances which attended them, plainly prove, 
that they were not written by divine onſpira- 


tion, Thus Matt. xxvii. 5. And he, viz. 
. Fudas, caſt down the pieces of filver in the + 


temple, and departed and went and hanged him- 


elf. Acts i. 17, 18. For he, viz. Fudas, was 
numbred with us, and had obtained part of this 
miniſiry, Now this man purchaſed a field with 
the reward of iniquity, and falling headlong, 
burſt aſunder in the midſt, and all his bowels 
guſbed out. Here we ſee, tho' both theſe 
"hiſtorians agree, that the fraytor Judas came 
to an untimely end; yet they very much differ 
in their accounts about the way and manner, 
by which he came to that end; the one af. 


firming that he hanged himſelf, and the other 


faith that he fell down headlong, and burſting 
 aſunder in the midſt, his bowels guſhed out, 

Now ſuppoſing there may be ſome poſſible 
way found out for the reconciling theſe hiſto- 


rians; yet that would be but mere ſappoſiti- 


on or gueſs work, which might, or might not 
be the truth of the caſe. And can it rea- 
 ſonably be ſuppoſed, that ſuch a wiſe and good 
being as God is, if he condeſcended to be- 
come an hiſtorian, or to diate to perſons 
the ſubject matter of an hiſtory (which comes 


to the lame), that he would 8 two di 1 
rent 


4 [9 * 
vient accounts of a fact, and then leave it to 
men to rack their inventions, to find out a 
way to reconcile that difference? no ſurely; 
What I would obſerve is, that as God is %- 
nipreſent, and conſequently ommiſcient, and as 
ſuch hath the moſt perfect knowledge of all 
things; ſo it is naturally impoſſible that he 
. ſhould err, and it is morally impoſſible that 
he ſhould give a contrary account of the moſt = 
minute circumitances of things whatever: 
And as the agreement of theſe hiſtorians in the 
main is, with other "things, a proper proof; 
that there was ſuch a perſon as Feſus Chriſt, ' 
and that he ated, ſuffered; died, &c. as they 
have ſet forth; ſo their varying or diſagree- 
Ing in their accounts of ſome facts, or the 
circumſtances which attended them, evident- 
ly proves, that they were not divineiy inſpired 
 Fourthly, The omiſſions of thoſe hiſtorians 
with regard to ſome facts, or the circumſtances 
that attended them; (which facts or circum- 
ſtances were very pertinent and material, to 
_ anſwer the purpoſe of thoſe hiſtories); make 
it probable, that they were not written by di- 
vine inſpiration, Thus in St. Paul's account 
of Chriffs appearing after his reſurrection; 
he faith, 1 Cor. xv. 6. That he was ſeen of 
_ above five hundred brethren at once. Which 
appearance, tho' it was the greateſt that Chriſt Nen 
made, as it was to a much greater number einn 
bf witneſſes than at any other time; vet the 4 
account of it is omztted by all the hiſtorians, tho i 
. . they | 
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| they profeſſediy undertabe to give an account 


of the ſeveral times, in which Chriſt made a 
perſonal appearance after his reſurrection. 


Can it then be reaſonably ſuppoſed, that God 
would give ſeveral viftories to the world upon 
one and the ſame ſubject; and yet would omit 


in every one of them to relate a fact, which 
was m 


and from a judgment formed upon what he ſaw, 


tho' he gives us the exact number of the 
veſlels, becauſe that came within his vie; 
yet the quantity, which each veſſel contain- 
ed, he could only gueſs at, and therefore 
gives. a doubſful and uncertain account of be | 
EE "a 


oft pertinent and material to anſwer 
the grand purpoſe of thoſe hiſtories? | No 
ſurely. | 
 Fifthly, The Ain and uncertainty 
of the hiſtorians 'with reſpect to ſome facto, 
or the circumſtances which 7 them, 
plainly prove that thoſe hiſtories were not writ- 
ten by divine inſpiration in the ſenſe above- 
mentioned. Thus at the marriage in Cana 
of Galilee, John ii. 6. it is ſaid, And there 
were ſet there fix. water-pots of fone, after 
te manner of the purifying of the Jews, con- 
taining two or three firkins apiece, Upon 
which I obſerve, that if this branch of hiſ- 
tory had been the produce of divine inſpi- 
ration, then we ſhould have had an ea ac- 
count, not only of the number of thoſe veſſels 
for purification, but alſo of the quantity, 
which each veſſel contained. Whereas the | 
hiſtorian writing of, and from his own mind, 
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and ſays that they contained two or three e 
E- firkins apiece. Thus again, As i. 15, it is ſaid, e 
- the number of the names together (viz. the diſ- 
ciples which were mer together) were about 
an hundred and twenty. Which is the ſame 
as to fay that, though the hiſtorian was 
Vncertain as to the exa& number of the diſci- 
| wack met together, yet he, or the perſon he 
had his information from, gue/sd them to 
be about an hundred and twenty. Whereas, 
if this branch of the hiſtory had been writ- 
ten by divine inſpiration, there would have 
been no room for doub?fulneſs or uncertain- 
9, nor apy place for gueſſing in the caſe. Be- 
cauſe, as God is moſt certainly perfectly ac- 
quainted with the ea number, or quantity 
of every ſubjelt, which he may at any time 
be ſuppoſed to treat of; ſo he would have 
given not an uncertain, but a certain account 
of the number of the diſciples, that were 
met together. From which, I think, it evi- 
dently appears, that thoſe kiſtories were not 
Vritten by divine 1 in the ſenſe a- 
bovementioned. 775 
Sixthly and 22 This is what is Hauih 
eise by St. Luke, who not only de- 
clares that his writing his goſpel was an act 
of his own choice, as in chap. i. at ver. 3. (it 
ſeemed good to me alſo — to write unto thee? moſt eee 
excellent Theophilus, &c.) but he alſo declares, e 
who it was which furniſhed him with ma 
terials for this work, vig. not almighty God 
revealing! to, and impreſſing upon his mind Wi 
| 'D--2 | | the | 4 0 4 
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the ſubject matter contained in it, but it was 


thoſe men who were eye witneſſes, and mini- 
2 or attendants on the Meſſiab, as at ver. 


It was from Zhoje that he had received a 
—.— and full account of all things from the 


very firſt; take the whale account in the E- 
vangeliſt's own words. Foraſmuch as many 
have taken in hand. to ſet forth in order a de- 
 claration of thoſe things which are maſt ſurely 
believed amongft us, (even as they delivered 
them unto us, which from the. beginning were 
eye witneſſes, and miniſters of the word), it ſeem- 
ed good to me alſo, (having bad per fact under 
ftanding from the very firſt), to write unto 
thee in order (moſt excellent Theophilus), that 
thou mighteſt know the certainty 0 F thoſe things 
o herein thou haſt been inſtructed. Here we 
ſee, St. Luke declares for himſelf and otbers, 
that they wrote from the informations they 
had received, from thoſe who were eye wit- 
neſſes of the facts they related; and conſe- 
quently they did not write by divine inſpira- 
Lion as aforeſaid. 
Theſe, Sir, are 1 the grounds and reaſons, 
upon which the abovementioned opinion is 
founded, with reſpe& to the hiforical parts 
of. the New Teſtament. The uſe that I ſhall 
make of it is to obſerve, that we ought care- 
fully to diſtinguiſh. betwixt what is ſtrictly 
and properly the hiftory of the New Tefta- 
ment, and what is barely the judgment or o- 
pinion of the hiſtorian: becauſe the truth of 


fog are to be tried, and | judged of by diſſe- 


rent 
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13 - 
rent evidences, and in different ways. The 
truth of the facts contained in the goſpel = 
hiſtory is to be tried, and judged of, by /uch 
evidences, and in ſuch a way, as the truth of 
all other facts is to be tried, and judged of 
by, viz. we are to enquire whether the hiſto- 
rian wrote from his own knowledge, or whe- 
ther he had his information from - others; 
and if the latter, then whether thoſe, he re- 
ceived his informations from, were under ſuch 
circumſtances, as qualified them to come at a 
right and true information of the facts the. 
related; and likewiſe with reſpect to both, 
we are to enquire whether they were perſons 
of ſuch honeſty and integrity, as would give a 
true and faithful account of what they ſaw 
and heard, or of what they were thus inform- 
ed of, &c. But if the hiſtorian gave his judg- 
ment or opinion concerning any part or parts 
of that hiſtory, the truth of that opinion is 
not to be tried or judged of, in the ſame way, NIN] 
by which we judge of the truth of the fads. Wali IH 
he related; but it is to be judged of in te 
Jame way, in which we judge of the truth of ! 
_other mens opinions, with reſpect to the ſame ft 
ſubject, v2. we are to examine the principles, 
upon which ſuch opinion is founded, and ſee 
whether it is well grounded or not, in order to 
judge of the truth of it. For as the mind 
and pen of the hiſtarian were not under a di- 
vine movement and direction, but he wrote 
from his own knowledge, or from the infor- 
matjons he received from others, and from his 
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own judgment, which judgment was fallible, 


and therefore not abſolutely to be rely d upon: 
ſo the truth of his opinions, in the preſent 


caſe, muſt be tried and judged of in the ſame 


way, and by ſuch evidences, as the opinions 
of all other men are tried and judged of by; 
. by examining the grounds and x com: 
a upom which they are founded. 3 
And that I may be rightly and fully un- 
derſtood with reſpect to the point in hand, 
I will give a caſe, vis. John xix. from ver. 
32. to 37. Then came the ſoldiers, and brake 
#he'legs of the firſt, and of the other which was 
a 'd with him. But when they came to 
Jeſus, and jaw that be was dead already, they 
roke not bis legs. But one of the ſoldiers with 
4 «ſpear prerced' his fide, and forthwith came 
- there out blood and water. And he that ſaw 
it bare record, and his record is true, and he 


 knoweth that: he ſaith truth, that ye might be- 
lieve. For theſe things were done, that the ſerip- 


tures ſhould be fulfilled, a bone of him ſhall not 
be broken, And again another ſcripture ſaith, 
< they: ſhall look on him whom they have prerced. 


In his branch. of hiſtory, he hiſtorian fr /t 


Sives a relation of certain facts, vis. that 
the ſoldiers brake the legs of the two thieves, 


who were crucify'd with Chriſt; and that 


they did not break the legs of our Lord, but 
that one of the ſoldiers pierced his fide with 
à fpear, and forthwith came there out blood 
and water. The hiſtorian having given a re- 
lation of Rot facts, proceeds — ſecondly, 
ro | 
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. 
to give his judgment or opinion concerning 
them; namely, that theſe facts thus happen'd, 
that the following ſcriptures might be fulfill- 
ed, viz. a bene of him ſhall not be broken, and 
they ſhall look on him whom they have pierced. 

As to the firſt, viz. the truth of the fads here 
referred to, that depends upon the honefty and 
integrity of the reporter, who declares for 
Himſelf that he was an eye-witneſs of thoſe 
facts: but then as to the /econd point, vix. 
the judgment, or opinion of the hiſtorian with 
reſpect to thoſe facts, viz. that they came to 
| paſs, that the forementioned ſcriptures might 
be fu filled, this does not depend on his ho- 
neſty and integrity, becauſe honeſty and in- 
tegrity do not ſecure a man's judgment from 
error, And therefore the hiſtorian's judgment 
or opinion mult be fried by examining the 
principles, upon which it is grounded; that 
is, the propheſies referred to muſt be examin- 
ed, as to the ſenſe and meaning of them; 
and likewiſe the facts referred to muſt, be 
examined, and compared with thoſe propbeſies, 
to ſee whether one does anſwer the other, 
before we can fairly and juſtly form a judg- 
ment of the fruth of the hiſtorian's opinion | |}! 
in the preſent caſe, v/z. that thoſe facts took  _ 1 
place, that the abovementioned {cripture pro- 1 ff. | 
ppbeſies might be fulfilled. And if upon ex |} 
amination this appears to be the caſe, then 0 1 
there is juſt ground to receive the hiſtoriannsè? WI 
opinion, as truth: not becauſe it is his opin= . 
ion, but -becauſe it appears to be the t rut. 
fem hl! 1 


* 16 

from an examination of the principles, upon 6 
which that opinion is founded. 

If it ſhould be urged, ſuppoſing that the 
hiſtorical parts of the New Teſtament were 

not written by divine inſpiration, yet the caſe 

| is much the ſame with reſpect to the judg- 

| ment, or opinion, which the writer might give 

AVpon any part or parts of that hiftory; be- 
cauſe God conferr'd infallibility; or an uner- 
ring judgment upon the hiſtorians, which ſe- 
cured them from error, with reſpect to the 
Jenſe, and meaning of ſcripture propheſies, and 
the application of them to the facts they re- 
lated. And that this is the caſe, is evident, 

not only from the reaſon of the thing, which 
ſhews that ſuch an :nfallible judgment was 
neceſſary to qualify them for the work they 


ſo to enable them to enforce the argument, 
drawn from ſcripture propheſy, to prove the 


and likewiſe to ſecure them from miſleading 
their readers; but it is alſo evident from Chriſt's 
ppromiſe, that he would give or ſend the Holy 
Spirit, which ſhould od them into all 
truth. 


hole body of the firſt Chriſtians erred greatly 
in a very important point, vis. that the g 
fel was to be preached to the Fews only, and 
that the Gentiles were not to be ſharers in it. 
And they alſo continued in that error for 
many r, and conſequently the whole bo- 


undertook of writing Chriſt's hiſtory; and al- "I 


Meſſialſbip and divine miſſion of their maſter ; 


To this 1 zofos. ff i in general: The = 
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dy of Chriſtians (in which the writers of the 
goſpel hiſtory, or ſome of them at leaſt were 


included), erred greatly with reſpect to the 


true ſenſe of thoſe ſcripture propheſies, in 


which the eleclion and calling of the Gentiles 


were. foretold. From which it appears, they 
were not endowed with that general infallibi- 
lity, which ſecured them from error in all 


Points as is here ſuppoſed. Again, 


I anſwer, ſecondly, and more particularly, 


as the writers of the goſpel hiſtory wrote of 
their own accord, they not having any ſpecial 


call to that work, (it ſeemed good to me alſo, 
faith Sr. Luke, chap. i. ver. 3.) ſo the facts 


which conſtitute that hiſtory were ſuch, as 
they themſelves had ſeen or heard, or they 
received their informations from thoſe who. 
were eye and ear-witneſſes of them, and there- 
fore an infallible judgment was not neceſſary 
to that work. Again, How far an infallible | 
judgment might be neceſſary, or uſeful to 


clear up the argument drawn from ſcripture 


propheſy, to prove Chrift s divine character, 1 
| ſhall not here enquire, it being ſufficient to. 
my purpoſe to obſerve, that to clear up and 


_ enforce the argument drawn from ſcripture 


propheſy, ro prove Chriſt's divine miſſion, 


df not the work and buſineſs of an hiſto- 35 
vian; it was what the writers of Chriſt's hiſ- - 


tory ere not called to, and therefore it is not 


to be expected, that an infallible judgment 


ſhould: attend them to anſwer ſuch a purpy/e. 
Brides, in ſome of thoſe inftances in which 
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the g/ ſpe hiſtorians have given their Judg- 
ments with reſpe& to ſcripture propheſies, it is 


to be feared they have rather perplexed, than 
inforced and cleared up the argument drawn 
from them. Again, As to an infallible judg- 
ment being neceſſary to the writers of Chriſt's 


hiſtory in order to prevent their miſleading their 


readers, this may be true in thoſe points, in 


which the /aſvation of men's ſouls was im- 
' mediately concerned, but bt in any other 
point. And cherefore in other points thoſe 
writers not only could, but did err, as I have 
ſhewn above. And this likewiſe ſerves as an 
anſwer to what is urged with reſpe& to 
Chriſt's promiſe of ſending his /þir:t to lead 
them into all truth. By which ſurely cannot 
be meant fruth at large, viz. mathematical 
truth, and philoſophical truth, c. but only all 
zruth, in which the ſaving of men's fouls is 
immediately cancerned; this being ſufficient 
ſor his purpoſe, as the Saviour of - mankind, 
and with reſpect to other Points, it is evident 
they did . os 
So that what is befor bd in e of 
_ an infallible judgment attending the writers of 
golpel hiſtory, is manifeſtly reaſoning againſt. 
«<a, The immediate followers of Chriſt were 
ſo far from being endowed with an infallible 
Judgment, with reſpect to the true ſenſe and 


meaning of ſcripture propheſces, even after the 
effuſion of the Holy Got on the day of Pen- 


beet, that on the contrary they erred great- 


. {7 (as I have — red} with refpeet. 
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to ths true fo of all thoſe propheſies, in 
which the eleckion and calling of the Gentiles 
were foretold. And if they erred with reſpect 
to ſome ſcripture propheſies, then they were 
liable to err with reſpec to others, and con- 


ſequently with reſpect to ſuch as we have now 
under conſideration, for any thing we know, 
or for any grounds we have, from which we 
may juſtly conclude the contrar 
Whar I would infer is, that as the writers | 
of the goſpel hiſtory were liable to err with 
reſpect to the true ſenſe and meaning of 
ſeripture propheſies, and conſequently in the 
application of thoſe propheſies to the Facts 
they related; ſo, if in any inſtance the pro- 
. Pheſy, and the fact applied to it, do not ap- 
pear to correſpond with each other, nothing 
can fairly be concluded from hence, in pre- 
judice of the argument, drawn from litera! 
Vropheſy, to prove the Me eſfiabſhip or divine 
mM Mon of our bleſſed Lord; but that argu- 
ment remains in its full frength, notwith- 
ſtanding ſuch . diſagreement. All that can 
fairly be concluded, is only this, vis. that 
the hiſtorian-erfed in his judgmenr, with re- 
ſpe& to ſcripture propheſy, in the inftance 
where ſuch diſagreement appears. I ſay, that 
nothing more than this can fairly be con- 
eluded in the preſent caſe, . For, as the gol- 
pel hiſtorians were not divinely conſtituted 
to be judges for others of the ſenſe of ſcripture 
propheſies; and therefore were not divinely 
1 fied for ſuch a work, but in that reſpect 


C2. Ye ſtood 


- » 
— — — 


— 
— pt - — . N 
— — — 
nn —— 


— — — — — ro ne ee re — — — — — 
. . ⁵˙ſ..˙¹ mm % »4ũĩ ỹ‚——— IO EE — = . — — 


[ 20 ] 
ſtood upon the ſame foot, and were alike 
liable to err with other men: ſo Chriſt as 
the Meſſiah was not concerned to ſecure them 
From, nor was he anſwerable for any error, 
which they might fall into with reſpect to 
it. And conſequently neither Chriſt's divine 
character, nor the argument drawn from pro- 
Pbeſy to ſupport it, are in the leaſt affected 
by ſuch error. And therefore, what has been 
of late urged from the diſagreement betwixt 
the propbeſies contained in the Old Teflament *, 
and the fas applied to them in the New, 
in prejudice. of the argument drawn from li- 
teral propheſy to prove the Meſſiahſhip and 
divine miſſion of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, is 
weak and trivial, and ought to be fer aſide, | 
with reſpe& to that argument. 5 
Thus, Sir, I have laid before you Md. 
grounds and reaſons, upon which the above- 
mentioned opinion 1s founded, with reſpect 
to the hiſtorical parts of the New Teſtament. 
I have likewiſe applied it to the point, which 
has been of late controverted amongſt us, vis. 
the argument drawn from literal propheſy , 
to prove the Meſſiabſhip or divine miſſion of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. I ſhall take the like 
freedom in laying before you, . 
Secondly, The reaſons of my opinion, with 
7 reſpett ro the epuſtles contained in the New 


* Nite, whether the DEPOTS on the propheſies 3 in 
the O/7 Teſtament, and the facts applied to them, in the New, 
are juſt or not, is not the preſent queſtion, that being: a point, 
. W I am not here concerned to examine. 
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Teflament alſo, viz. that thoſe epiſtles were 
not written by divine inſpiration, in the ſenſe 
before mentioned, but only were the produce 
of the judgment of each writer, in which the 
dts they taught, and the duties they 
preſſed upon thoſe they wrote to, were ſuch 
as they themſelves had verbally received from 
the mouth of Chriſt ; or from thoſe who had thus 
received them from him; or by a ſpecial re- 
velation from God, by viſion, or otherwiſe, 
or by inferences drawn from the writings of 
the Old Teſtament; or from the reaſon of things; 
and the like; God not ſuffering them always 
to continue in error in any material point, 
which concerned the N and ſalvation 
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of mankind. And, e U 
Firn, Thoſe epiſtles were written in the FE 
names of the ſeveral perſons reſpectively, Who LIONS 
either wrote them themſelves, or cauſed _ —— [HE 
to be written by others. Thus in Rom. i. 1, i \| 
> 421d apes of Jeſus Chriſt, to all hes | - Fn 
be in Rome, —— grace to you, and peace from - Wall. 
God our Father, '&e. 1 Cor., b-14-2444: Pat. ARE 
called to be an apoſtle of Feſus Chriſt, WE 
to the church of God which is at Corinth,. ._ .* - _ 
grace be unto you, and peace from Gd our . 72. 1 | 


ther, &c. 1 Tim. i. 1, 2. Paul an apoſtle 1 | 14 
TFeſus Chriſt, — unte Timothy, my own fon in ; Wl 
the faith, grace, mercy, and peace from God 

our Father, &c. Ver 18. This charge I com- 
mit to thee, fon Timothy, &c. 1 Pet. i. 1, 2. 
Peter an apoſtle of F Feſus fe briſt, to theflrengers 
ſcattered throughout Pontus, . Cappa- 
CPE ore PLD docia, 


—— — — 
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docia, Aſia, and Bithynia; — grace unt 
you, and peace be multiplied, &c. Here we 
ſee, that thoſe letters were ſent to the ſeve- 
ral perſons and churches, to whom they were 
directed, in the names of the ſeveral perſons, 
who either wrote them themſelves, or cauſed 
them to be written by others, which is a 
manifeſt proof that they were not written by 


divine inſpiration, in the ſenſe abovemention- 
ed. For, if they had been thus indited by 


Cod, then theſe epiſtles would have been, 


properly ſpeaking, God's epiſtles to thoſe per- 


ſons and churches, to whom they were ſent; 


and not the epiſtles of thoſe men, whoſe 


names they bear. Becauſe thoſe men, in ſuch 
a caſe, would have been no more than bare- 
ly God's ſecretaries to write, or deliver his 
mind to others, and conſequently they would 
not have preſumed to prefix their own names 
to God's work, Yea, if this had been the 

_ caſe, then the epiſtle to the Romans would 

| have been as properly and truly the epiſtle 


of Tertius, as of Paul; becauſe Tertius was 


the perſon, which wrote this epiſtle, as we 
find in Rom. xvi. 22, J Tertius, who wrote 
this epiſtle, ſalute you in the Lord. For tho 
in this caſe Paul received his information 
from God, and Tertius from Paul, yet they 
were both no more than zſtruments employ- 


ed to make known God's mind to the Ro- 


mans, and therefore that epiſtle was as much 
the epiſtle of Tertius, as of Paul, or rather 


it was not the epiſtle of either of them. 


Moreo- 
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Moreover, when Chriſt by a viſion made 


known his mind to St. John, with reſpect to 
the ſeven churches, which were in Alia, in 


order for him to ſend it to them, tho' John 
addreſſes himſelf in chap. i. 4. to thoſe churches 


in his own name, ſo far as it was his own 
act, viz. in acquainting them of the viſions, 


which he had ſeen, and the circomifaiicts 


which attended them; yet he dares not deli- 


ver the meſſage itſelf in his own name, but 
in the name of Chriſt, his Lord and Maſter. 
Thus in chap. ii. 1. Unto the angel of the church 
of Epheſus write theſe things, Jaith he that 
| 22 the ſeven flars in his right hand, &c. 
Ver. 8. And unto. the angel of the church in 


Smyrna, write theſe things, Je the firſt and 


is alive, &c. Ver. 
18. And unto the angel of the church in Thy- 


the laſt, which wwas dead an 


atira, write theſe things, ſaith the Son of. God, 


| &c. Chap. iii, 14. And to the angel of the 
church of the Laodiceans, write theſe things, 
faith the amen, the faithful and true witneſs, 

the beginning of the creation of God, &c. Ver. 
21, 22. To him that overcometh, will I grant 
to fit down with me in my throne, even as 1 

_ alſo have overcome, and am ſat down with 


my Father in his throne. He that hath an ear 
to hear, let him hear what the ſpirit ſaith unto 


be churches. Here we ſee, that as the ſub- 
ject matter contained in theſe epiſtles, was 
given to St, John by a viſion; ſo he wrote 


and ſent them to the churches, not in his 


own name, but in the name of Chriſt his 


M aſter, 
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Maſter, to whom they properly belonged. 


In like manner, if the reſt of the epiſtles of 


the New T, eftament; had been alike revealed 


to St. Paul, and the other penmen by God, 
they would never have preſumed to ſend them 
in their own names, but in the name of that 


God, from whom they received them. 


Secondly, The motives, or that which indu- 


ced the holy penmen to write, and ſend theſe 
epiſtles, was the affe&on to, and concern they 
had for the welfare of thoſe, to whom they 
wrote, and likewiſe from a conſcrouſnefs of 


their duty, that their care -of them in the 


fight of God might appear. Thus in 1 Cor. 
iv. 14. I write not theſe things to ſhame you, 
| but as my beloved ſons 1 warn you. 2 Cor. ii. 
3, 4, 9. And I wrote this ſame unto you, left 
«oben I come TI ſhould have forrow from them, 
of « 70m I ought to rejoice, having confidence 
in you all, that my ey is the joy of you all. 
For cut of much affliction and anguiſh of heart 
I vote unto you with many tears, &C. — For 
zo this end alſo did T write, that I might know. 
the prof of you, whether ye be ebedient in all 


things. Chap. vii. 12. Wherefore, tho Twrote 


unto you, I did it not for his cauſe only, that 
bad dtne the wrong, nor for his cauſe only that 
Lad ſuffered wreng, but that our care for you 
in the Halt of God might appear unto you. 
Chap. xi. 1, 2, 3. Would to God ye could bear 
a little with me in my folly, and indeed bear 


witny me, for T am jealous over you with a 


_ godly jealouſs, 85 T have eſpouſed you * 5 
US 
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husband, that I may preſent you a chaſte vir- 


gin unto Chriſt. But I fear leſt by any means, 
as the ſerpent beguiled Eve thro his "[ubtiley, 


fo your minds ſhould be corrupted N the ſim- 
plicity that is in Chrijt. Gal. iv. 11, 19. 1 


am afraid of you, 05 1 have lewd upon 


you labour in vain. 


you J unto thee, hoping to 9 unto thee ſhort- 


FI tarry long, that thou mighteſt know ._ 

. — TE oughteſ} to behave thy ſelf in the houſe = 

of God. 2 Pet. i. 12, 13. Wherefore I will 
de negligent to put you always in remem- 
 branze of theſe things, tho' ye know them, and 
He eftabliſh'd in the preſent truth. Yea J think. 

it meet, as long as I am in this tabernacle, to 

tir you up by putting you remembrance. Here 
we ſee, that the motives, or that which in- 
duced the holy penmen to write theſe 1 


were the affectionate concern they had to 


mote the god and welfare of thoſe, to x e | 
they ſent them, and to anſwer their own ob-. 


ligations to them, which is another evidence 


to prove that thoſe epiſtles were not written 
by divine inſpiration in the ſenſe beforemen- 
tioned. For if God had thus interpoſed in 
tis affair, then the true and only cauſe of 
their writing had been not their love and 
concern for their brethren, and a ſenſe of 
their duty to them, but the act of God in 


them. They dared not, or could do no other 
4 but LO ſpeak, or write the Words, which God 


CE put 


6 


My little children of 
whom I travail in NN until 75 be form- 


ed in you. 1 Tim. iii. 14, 15. Theſe things 


* 2 
2% i en . . — . ————— 
2 — — pry * 


: — 
— Ot ett — So — 


3 
gon - —— — — — 


— — — 
a 
— ʒ — k 
— — 


— Y * I — a 
„ * FE; 

. — — * — — TLIPEYy —— — ae 4 

— — — — * —— — — 0 - 


8 q 2 * X 
. EEE ä . DE — 
= — —— ' — — — 
— —— 2 bal — — n — ” — a 
< „ OE „„ 


E — — — — — — 


026) 


| 2 in their 'mouths,: or impreſed upon their 


minds. 
' Thirdly, The jubj Wy matter contained in 


: 555 epiſtles neceſſarily ſuppoſes them to : 


be properly and truly the act of thoſe men, 


In whoſe names they were written: that is, 
thoſe letters were indited by thoſe men, or 
the ſubject of them was penned down, as it 
then accrued to their thoughts, without God's 
immediate and extraordinary inter poſition, re- 
vealing to and imprefling 1 it upon their minds. 
For the proof of this I need only appeal to 
fthoſe epiſtles themſelves, the ſubjects of which 
neceſſarily ſuppoſe as aforeſaid, and to ſup- 
poſe the contrary makes thoſe writings to be 
a heap of abſurdities. To give a few inſtances 
of this (for if I were to give all that might 
be produced, I muſt tranſcribe the epiſtles at 
large). Thus in Rom. ix. 1, 2, 3. LT ſay the 
truth in Chriſt, I lye not, my conſcience alſo 
bearing me witneſs in the Holy Ghoſt, that 1 
have great heavineſs, and continual ſorrow in 
my heart, For I could wiſh that my ſelf were 
 accurfed from Chriſt, for my brethren, my 
 kinſmen according to the fleſh, &c. Chap. x 
1, 2. Brethren my heart's deſire and prayer 70 ; 
God for Iſrael is that they may be ſaved. For 
I bear them record that they have a zeal of | 
| Cod, but not according to knowledge. Chap. xi. 
I. I ſay then hath God caſt away his people? 
od forbid: For I alſo am an Iſraelite of the 
feed of Abraham, of the tribe of Benjamin. 
And Chap. xv. 14, 15, 16. And A 


alſo 


_ n 


. 
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alſo perfwaded of you, my brethren, that ye al. 


fo are full of goodneſs, filled with all knowledge, 


able alſo to admoniſh one another, Neverthe- 
leſs, brethren, ] have written the more boldly 


undo you in ſome ſort, as putting you in mind, 
becauſe of the grace given to me of God, that 
1 ſhould be the miniſter of Jeſus C brift to the 
Gentiles, &c. 2 Cor. x. 1, 2. Now I Paul 


my ſelf beſeech you by the meekneſs and gentle- 
neſs of Chriſt, who in preſence am baſe among 
you, but being abſent am bold towards you. But 


I beſeech you, that J may not be bold, when 


I am preſent, with that confidence, herewith. 
I think to be bold againſt ſome, which think of 
7s, as if we walked according to the fleſh, No. 
Ver. 9, 10, 11. That I may not ſeem, as if I 
Would terrify you by letters, for his letters, ſay 
they, are weighty and power ful, but his bodily 
preſence is weak, and his ſpeech contemptible. 


Let ſuch an one think this, that ſuch as we are 


in word by letters, when we are abſent, ſuch 
Dill we be alſo indeed, when we are preſent, 
1 Tim. v. 23. Drink no longer water, but uſe 


4 little wine for thy ftomach's ſake, and thine 


often infirmities. 2. Tim. iv. 13. The cloak, 
which I left at Troas with Carpus, when thou ; 


comeſt, bring with thee, and the 1 5 eſbecial. 


ty the Pot ty io Philem. ver. 8, 9, 10. Tho 

T-might be much bold in Chriſt to enjoin thee 
that which is convenient, yet for love ſake T 

rather beſeech thee, being ſuch an ene as Paul 


the aged, and now alſo a priſoner of Feſus Chrift. 
I peſeech thee for my jon Oneſimus, abn. 1 
. have 


[28]. 


have begotten in my bonds, &c. Ver. 17, 18, 19. 
If thou counteſt me therefore a partner, receive 
him as myſelf. If he hath wronged thee, or 
oweth thee ought, put that on my account. I 


Paul have a it with my own hand, I will 


repay it, Heb. xiii. 22. I beſeech you brethren 


Juffer the word of exhortation , for ] have writ- 


ten a letter unto you in few words. Here we 
fee thoſe declarations neceſſarily ſuppoſe, that 


the enditing thoſe epiſtles was Paul's own act, 


and not the act of God upon him. And what : 


greater abſurdity can there be than to ſup- 


poſe, that God hath expreſſed himſelf thus, 


which he muſt have done, if theſe epiſtles | 
were written by divine inſpiration as afore- 
faid ? To this I may add, that thoſe letters 
contain a relation of many fas, which the 
authors had the perſonal knowledge of, or elle 
had received them from others, and alſo many 
arguments drawn from reaſon, and likewiſe 
many guotations from the Old Teſtament, and 
certainly there was no need of God's extraord:- 
nary interpoſition for the writing of theſe, 


Bur, 


Fourthly,| St, Paul nike 2 di ſinction | in hits - 


epiſtles betwixt his own advice and the com- 


mandments of the Lord. But if theſe letters 


were written by divine inſpiration in the ſenſe 
beforementioned, then there had been 260 
place for ſuch a diſtinction, becauſe then the 


hole would have been from God, and not 


5 . 9 himſelf, or any other. Thus in 1 Cor. 
£ vil. 8 IP; fay ther roars unto the unmarried and 


Widows, 5 


* 
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widows, that it is good for them if they abide 
even as I. Ver. 10. And unto the married I 
command, yet not I, but the Lord, let not the 
wife depart from ber busband. Ver. 12. But 
the reſt ſpeak T, not the Lord, &c. Ver. 25, 
26. Now concerning virgins ] have no command 
1 the Lord, yet I give my judgment, as one that 
hath obtained mercy of the Lord to be faithful. 
I. ſuppoſe therefore it is good for the preſent diſ= 
treſs, I ſay, that it is good for a man ſo to be, 
&c. Here we ſee, St. Paul makes a diſtincti- 
on in this epiſtle, betwirt his own advice and | 
the commandments of the Lord, which is a 
manifeſt token that theſe epiſtles were not 
written by divine inſpiration as aforeſaid. 
Poſſibly it may here be urged, that the 
diſtinction which St. Paul makes betwixt his 
own opinion and the commandments of the 
Lord, proves all he wrote to be by divine in- 
hiration, and as ſuch, to be the command- 
ments of the Lord, excepting the particular 
inſtances here referred to, and which particu- 
lars he therefore excepted, and called his own 
opinions, which otherwiſe he would not have | 


F done. 


Il anſwer, when 8. Paul at any time eefits 
to the ſayings and commands of Chriſt, he 
does not intend what Chriſt ſaid and com- 
manded by any preſent immediate inſpiration 
or divine impreſſion upon his own mind; 
but only what Chriſt faid and commanded 
in his life time, moſt of which ſtand recorded 


in the goſpel _— T 25 is * not 
; 3 N any: 


1.360 
only from the particular command here re- 
ferred to, (which tho it be not word for word 
taken out of the hiſtory, yet it is in its ſenſe 
and meaning the ſame as is therein contained); 
but alſo, from the other ſayings and commands 
of Christ, which the apoſtle in his writings 
takes notice of, they are moſtly contained in, 
and raten from the goſpel hiſtory. Thus in this 
very epiſtle, chap. xi. ver: 23, 24, 25. For 1 
have received of the Lord, that which alſo T 
delivered unto you, that the Lord Feſus the ſame 
might in which he was betrayed took bread, &c. 
Here it is evident, that St. Paul did not re- 
ceive the account he referred to, from the 
Lord by any preſent immediate inſpiration, be- 
cauſe he faith it was what he had delivered 
to them, viz. when he preached the goſpel 
at Corinth: neither is it reaſonable to ſup- 
poſe that he received from the Lord this ac- 
count, by any precedent immediate revelation, 
becauſe it is moſt likely he received it but 
mediately from the Lord, and immediately from 
one more of the apoſtles, whom he had con- 
verſed with, long before his preaching at 


Corinth. Beſides, it is very likely that he had 2 


ſeen the account in the goſpel, hiſtory . itſelf, 
to which he adds a few words, VIS. [th1s 4 
ye, as oft as ye ſhall drink it, in remembrance 
of me]; which more perfeet account of the 
inſtitution of the Lord's ſupper, probably he 
had from one or more of the apoſiles, who 
were preſent at the inſtitution; I ſay, this is 
5 dann the ſtate of the caſe, becauſe it is 
** es "op 
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very unlikly that St. Paul ſhould receive the 
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ſuch commands as Chriſt had given in his life 


account of the inſtitution of the Lord's ſupper 4 
by an immediate ſpecial revelation, when he | „ 
could very eaſily, and probably muſt have 11 
received the ſame account without it. And | 104 
therefore, as the particular advice and coun- a [A ut 
ſel which the apoſtle calls his own, and which . 
he diſtinguiſhes from the commandments of 11. 
the Lord, are not diſtinguiſh'd from, and put in Lil 
55 oppoſition to the reſt of his epiſtle, but only, are ji 
Aaiſtinguiſhed from, and are put in oppoſition to Pill 
1 


time; ſo this does not ſhew that the reſt of the e. 
piſtle was wrote by inſpiration, but the contrary, _ Nin 

4 178 

Pithly, As St. Paul wrote his letters 1n his BRIE) 

own name, ſo he made his appeal to God, as e & 

a witneſs of the truth of what is contained AMR 


in them. Thus 2 Cor. i. 20. The God and 
Fatber of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, who is bleſſed 
for evermore, knoweth that 1 lye not. Gal. i. 
20. Now the things which I write unto you, 
behold before God IT hye not. Here we ſee St. 
Paul makes his appeal to God, as a witneſs 
of the truth of what he wrote. But if he 
had written by divine inſpiration as afore- 
ſaid, then there had been no room nor place 
for ſuch an appeal. Thoſe texts ſerve to let 
us ſee what was the ſenſe of the apoſtles, and 
firſt Chriſtians in this point. For if they had 
thought that thoſe epiſtles were written by 
divine inſpiration as aforeſaid, then as thoſe 
to whom they were directed could not queſtion 
or doubt of che truth of what is contained 
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in them, fo thoſe that wrote them could 
have no occaſion or place for ſuch an appeal, 
Sixthly, St. John tells the elect Lady, and 


his beloved Gaius in his epiſtles to them, 


that he had many other things to write unto 
them, but he forbore, hoping that he ſhould 


ſhortly ſee them, and ſpeak. with them face 
to face, Which plainly ſhews that what he 
wrote, was the iſſue and product of his nn 
thoughts, and not what was revealed to, and 
impreſſed upon his mind by God. Becauſe 
it is very unreaſonable to ſuppoſe, that St. 
Johr would take ſuch a liberty, as to /up- 
preſs and keep back from them any thing, 
which God had igſpired him with to reveal 


to them. This is what covetous  Balaam 


would not preſume to do. For thou nc, - 


loved the wages of unrighteouſneſs, yet he 


told Balaꝶ that if he would give him his 
houſe full of filver and gold, he could not 
go beyond the commandment of the Lord 
to do leſs or more, but the word of which 
God did put in his mouth, that he would 
ſpeak, as in Num. xxil. 18, 28. Cup. xxlil. 


"Thy: 26. Chap. xxiv. 13. 


 Seventhly, and /aftly, St. Paul faith to the 


” ce e in his ſecond epiſtle, Chap. vii. 


9. as follows. For tho I made you forry with _ 
a letter, I do not repent [tho IT did repent] for 
7 perceive that the ſame epiſtle made you ſorry, 
tho it were but for a ſeaſon, &c. Here it is 
evident, that as St. Paul had been afraid that 
what he had written in his former epiltle | 
Would 


9 — : 
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_ would have had a bad ect upon the Co- 
rinibians, ſo it is as evident, that he had re- 
pented of that performance. But could Paul 
have repented of writting that, which God 
had required him to write? no ſurely. Let 
the ile and conſequence of it be what it 
would, if he wrote what God dictated to, and 


impreſſed upon his mind, there could be no 
room nor place for his repentance. 


Theſe, Sir, are the grounds and reaſons 


upon which my opinion in this point are 
built. 


If it ſhould * urged as above, allowing 


that the epiſtles contained in the New Teſta- 


ment were not written by divine inſpiration, 


yet the caſe is much the ſame with reſpect 


to thoſe writings, becauſe God conferred in- 


Fäallibility or an unerring judgment in all things 
upon che apoſtles, — firſt preachers of the 


| goſpel. 


I anſwer, What is hors urged, is only pre- 


ſumed, and wants proof. As our Saviour choſe, 


and ſent his apoſtles to preach the good news 


of peace and falvation to all nations, v2. 
that God was in, and by Jeſus Chriſt recon- 


ciling the world to himſelf: ſo it is highly 
reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that he well inſtructed 
| them in the chief or grand errand he ſent 
them upon. Which errand confiſted in preach- 

ing to the world, that Jeſus is the Chriſt, or 

the perſon whom God appointed to acquaint 

men with the true and only grounds of diving 
'Jerovur, and d. WOO and alſo to Propoſe w 
| 5 1 


Uu | 


the vicious part of mankind the Yerms. and 
conditions, upon which alone he will be re- 


conciled to them, viz. upon their repentance. 


and reformation; and to aflure them, that 
without ſuch a change they will be the veſſels 
of his wrath; and likewiſe to aſſure them, 


that God hath appointed a time, in which 


he will judge the world in righteouſneſs by 


that perſon, whom he hath ordained, viz. Je- 
| ſus Chriſt our Lord; and that God will then 


by him render to every man according to his 


4 0E, whether good or evil. And as this was 


the errand upon which the apoſtles were ſent, 


ſo they kept ſtrictly to it, by going up 5 5 
down in the world, preaching the doctrine 
of repentance and remiſton of fins; aſſuring men 
that God would call them to an account in 


another world for their behaviour in this; 


and praying and beſceching them to be eee 
ciled to God in the way, which was now kind- 
ly propoſed to them; becauſe there is no o- 


ther name or way given amongſt men, bur 


this way, vis. by repentance and amendment 


of life, given f declared by Jeſus Cbriſt, 


by which they can be /aved. And. whoſoe- 
ver is prevailed upon by theſe means to turn 
from the evil of his ways, and bring forth 


fruit meet for repentance, ſuch an one be- 


lieves in our Lord Feſus Chriſt to life eternal, 
and by believing has J%e thro' his name. And 


as this was the grand errand, which the a- 


0 and firſt e of the goſpel were 
| 5 ſent 


/ 
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ſent upon, fo they were enabled * to wo bit 
miracles, (according to the account given in 
the hiſtory) to awaken the attention of their 
hearers, to ſtamp a divine character upon 
their preaching and miniſtry; and thereby 
to bring over the people to a belief of it. 1 
ſay, that the miracles, which were wrought, 5 
were not intended to convince men that the 
apoſtles were univerſally infallible, and that 
therefore every opinion or propoſition, which 
they might advance, was to be received as 
trulb, merely upon their authority ; but thoſe 
miracles were deſigned to awaken men's at- 
tention to what the apoſtles. were under a 
ſpecial commiſion to publiſh to the world, and 
to beget in them a perſuaſion of the truth 
of it, in order that the great end of the a- 
poſtles miſſion might be anſivered upon them, 
in turning them from the evil of their ways, 
and chereby rendering them the proper objects 
of God's mergy. And, : 
As the particulars of this good news were 
Jeu and ſhort, plain and eaſy to be underſtocd, 
and which a man of Honeſiy and ordinary ca- 
Pacity could not eaſily miſtake; ſo from hence 
it will follow, that the apoſtles and firſt 
_ preachers of the goſpel could be, and were in- 
Fallible, as to the grand errand they were ſent 
upon. Indeed they fell into one great error, 
das to the extent of their commiſſion, vis. they 6 


thought that the doctrine of repentance and | 1} 
remiſſion of ſins was to be preached to te \M49 
SAS 8 * 3 

* Mark xvi. 26. 


CO — ——— 2 — 


LE. r = OT : — D 
a e 
— -_— — . ͤ OTIS ,- wks ae + 1... nt) ——— 
— 2 — — — 
— 


< TT - 

1 5 * . 5 2 TT —_— PCT 1 8 — 
n ies. et, Se 7 CooL ; _ 8 a — * — — a — : 

_—_ 4 . 2 5 - — — — p _ 
— AE — — 5 3 — e — - — * : 8 2 

— ” : - r — % — — - Z — —— — 2 — - — 
— — — - ; _ oy - — 
— - D — — => — 
— " — — * — —— — > A * Gs N 2 — - - _— — 
+> — — —— LAS . — — — — — — - — 22 - . 2 — "Ix." — - — — 
— 5 * — — J * - _... . <La_ 2. - — — pn — XN — — 
— — 8 — v cog : ” : n > — 0 , 
J a » _ — — — — * v5 
$ - L : 
4 » 
- a 0 


＋ 3.4. 


| Yew! only, and that the reſt of whe: a 5 
dere not to have this merciful and kind offer 


made to them. But as this was an error, in 


which the ſalvation of the Gentile world were 
nearly concerned, ſo God would not ſuffer | 
them always to continue in it, but diſcover- 
| ed it to Peter (and by him to the reſt) by a 
viſion of a ſheet let down from heaven, 
wherein were all manner of unclean beaſts, 
and creeping things, &c. and by requiring 
Peter to kill and eat them, From which St. 


Peter and the reſt inferred, that it was God's 


will that the Gentiles ſhould have a ſhare 
and fellowſhip 1 in the bleſſings of the goſpel. 
And here it is proper to be obſerved, that 
this great error in the apoſtles was not cor- 
rected by divine inſpiration, but it was re- 


moved by their reaſoning upon the viſion, 


which Peter had ſeen. And indeed this was 
the very method the apoſtles took in every + 

important queſtion, which came before them. 

For as they did not pretend to be poſſeſſed 
with an zxallible judgment themſelves, fo they 


did not afſume a pover of determining the 


judgments of other men merely by their 
authority, but . reaſoned upon the ſubjects, 
which came before them, as the moſt proper 
way, both for themſelves and others, to come 
at truth. Neither did God immediately inter- 
Foſe, and impreſs the truths enquired after 
upon men's minds, and fo ſuperſede the —_ 
of their reaſoning faculties in the diſcovery 
5 of them; but he left them to the uſe and 


exerciſe, 


exerciſe of thoſe ities for that diſcove- 


ry. This is notoriouſly evident in that great 
diſpute, which aroſe in the church at Antioch, 


_ vis. whether the Gentile Chriſtians ought to 


be circumciſed, and keep the le of Moſes. 


Which queſtion was not decided by divine in- 
ſpiration, nor by the authority of the apoſtles, 


but by an ger and fair debate upon the ſub- 


| Jet, and by reaſoning from ſuch topicks, as 


were proper to give light to it, and clear up 


the caſe ; as may be ſeen at large, Acts xv. 
But cho we may be aſſured, that the a- 

poftles and firſt preachers of che goſpel were 

infallible, and did not err with reſpect to the 


rand errand they were ſent upon, becauſe it 


s reaſonable to ſuppoſe and expect, that —_— 
were well inſtructed in that errand, and be= 
cauſe the particulars of it were io few and 
* ſhort, and ſo plain and eaſy to be underſiood, 
as that a man of honeſty and ordinary capa- 
city could not eaſily miſtake them, and be- 
cauſe God world, and did interpoſe to rectify | 
any error with reſpe& to it: yet we have 
no aſſurance, that they were alike infallible 


with reſpect to every other point of leſſer mo- 


ment, and in the interpretation of every text 
of the Old Teſtament, which they gave the 
ſenſe of. For as the end and purpoſe of 
Chriſt's miniſtry were to point out to, and 

direct men in the true way to God's favour 

and eternal li ife, and not to rectify every error 

in theology, into which men were fallen, or 

were liable o fall: ſo it lay upon him to 


5 — give 
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[ 33 ] 
give his apoſtles a true and full information of 
what they were to ſet before the world, as 
the true and only grounds of divine acceptance, 
and to correct every error, which they might 
fall into with reſpect to it; (becauſe he ap- 
pointed them to publiſh to the world, what 
Was appointed to him by his Father) and not 
to inſtruct them in every queſtion, or rectify 
every error of - /eſs moment, which they might 
fall into, and in which the great end and 


purpoſe of his miniſtry were concerned. And N 9 
accordingly Chriſt gave his apoſtles“ verbal. 
Iy full inſtructions in the grand errand he ſent 


them upon. And as they miſunderſtood their 
commiſſion with reſpect to the extent of it, 
ſo that error was rectified to Peter, as I ob- 
| ſerved above. But in all thoſe points of Js 
ee moment, in which the apoſtles received 

3 their informations in the /ame way with other 
men, they were alike liable to error with re- 
ſpect to them. And therefore in ſuch cafes 
5 their judgments ought not ab/olutely to be re- 
A. lied upon, but are to be tried, and judged of 
| in the /ame way, in which we try and judge 

of che opinions of other men. 'The- apoſtles 
were bred Fews, and as ſuch their judgments 
were liable to be byaſſed in favour of thoſe 
opinions, they were educated in. And ac l. 

cordingly we find St. Peter, ſeveral years af= Fe 
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ter he was called to the apoſtolick office, p 
thought that the dion of meats clean and tl 
unclean, which the law of Mojes had made, g 
7 e Mather xxviii . e X\ 


was not taken away, and which (if I miſtake 


not) was an error. Acts viii. 13, 14. And 
there came a voice to him, ſaying, ariſe Peter, 


kill, and eat, But peter anſwered and ſaid, 


not [0, Lord, for 1 have never eaten any thing 


that is common or unclean. And not only St. 
Peter, but all the apoſtles, and all other 


c at. that time were in an error, 


with reſpect to the admiſſion of the Gentiles 


into the church of Chriſt, and conſequently | 
had a miſunderſtanding of all thoſe texts of 
the Old Teſtament, in which the election and 
calling of the Gentiles were foretold, as I 
obſerved above. Here we ſee it was evident 5 
in fact, not only that the apoſtles could, but 


that they did err. And if they erred in one 
Hoint, they were liable to err with reſpect to 


other points, at leaſt we have no aſſurance 
that they were not. And therefore, as I ſaid 

before, tho we may be aſſured that the a- 
poſtles were infallible, and did not err with 
reſpect to the grand errand they were ſent 


upon, yet we have no aſſurance that they 
were alike infallible in every other pornt of 


leſſer moment, but are rather certain of che 


contrary. And, 


That che apoſtles did 4 pretend to an in- 
fallible judgment 1 in all points, and that the 
people at that time did not ſuppoſe that to be 
the caſe, is notoriouſly evident from that 
grand dilpute, J have already referred to Ads 


xv. which becauſe it is very much to m 


Preſent e I ſhall repeat what I have 


lh elſe⸗ 
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elſewhere obſerved upon it, on another oc- 
caſion v.. When the diſpute aroſe at An- 
c figeh whether the Gentiles ſhould be circum- 
e ciſed, and keep the law of Moſes, Acts xv. 
e the apoſtles did not, in this caſe, aſſume 
.« an authority of deciding the queſtion, or 
& of determining the churches practice here- 
* in; but only by reaſon and good argument, 
e they ſhewed, that the Gentiles were under 
5e 70 ſuch obligation. Neither did the church 
ſuppoſe that the apoſtles had any ſuch au- 
thority, for then there would have been 70 
place for ſuch a diſpute. But when it was 
moved at Antioch, and they could not bring 
eit to an iſſue (tho' Paul and Barnabas were 
te preſent) they thought it adviſable to have 
the opinion of the brethren at Jeruſalem, 
© fo ſee whether they could er any thing 
which might determine the matter. And 
* accordingly, when the caſe was heard, there 
« was uo authority aſſumed, but reaſon and ar- 
gument were the ground of their determina- 
« fion: Peter ſhewed, in the inſtance of Cor- 
* nelius, and his Gentile friends, that God 

te gave them the like gifts, and received them 
* into equal privileges with the Fews, even 

« whilſt in ancircumciſion. And he was ſe- 
* conded by Paul and Barnabas, who ſhew- 
« ed, what ſpecial miracles God had wrought 
« amongſt the Gentiles by their miniſtry. 
James added to this a propheſy in the Old 
% Teftament, Amos ix. 11. in which it was 
* See my Collection of Tracts, page 196. 3 
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ec foretold, that God's name ſhould be call- 
e ed upon among the Gentiles, that is, by men 


* 


e in uncircumciſion; and that the Gentiles, as 
* Gentiles, which came home to God under 


* the kingdom of the Meſſiah, were owned by 


cc 


red, that the Gentiles were not obliged to be 


A 


cc 


e that advice, which the brethren at Feru- 


e ſalem ſent to them at Antioch, was not any 
© authority lodged in the apoſtles, but the 
This famous 


57 


reasons before laid down.” 
diſpute at Antioch and at Feruſalem gives us 


a clear view of the ſenſe of the apoſtles, 

and likewiſe of the ſenſe of the people at 
that time, touching this matter, viz. the 

apoſtles did not think themſelves to be uni- 
verſally infallible, nor did they pretend fo to 


be; for if they had, they would ſurely have 


aſſumed, and ſhewed their power upon ſo 
eminent an occaſion, and thereby have pre- 
vented this diſpute. Neither did the people 
judge the apoſtles to be infallible in all caſes; 
for if they had, they would have appealed to 
them, when the queſtion was firſ# flarted, 
and the apoſtlès judgment would have decided 
it. But the contrary to this is moſt manifeſt, 
from the hiſtory, and therefore that was not 
the caſe. This ſhews likewiſe the intolerable 
impudence of the church of Rome, who pre- 
tends that an infallible judgment is ſomewhere 


7 


6 


him as bis people. From all which it was ier 


circumciſed, and keep the law of Moſes, and 
<© that it was a fempting God to lay this 
e yoak upon them. So that the ground of 
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or other lodged in, and with them, when the 


apoſtles themſelves never pretended, nor laid 
any claim to ſuch infallibility. 


The uſe that I would make of theſe re- 
flections is to obſerve, that as the epiſtles 2 
contained in the New Teſament were not writ- 
ten by divine inſpiration, but were the pro- 


duce of the judgment of each writer, which 


judgment was founded partly upon divine 


_ reſiimony, received either verbally from the 


mouth of C brift,” or from thoſe who had thus 


received it from him, or from precedent di- 


vine revelations by viſion or otherwiſe, and 
partly upon ſuch other principles, as other men 


form their judgments: ſo we ought careful- 
ly to diſtinguiſo betwixt what is the judgment 
of an apoſtle, founded upon a divine teſtimony, _ 
and ſuch judgment as is founded only on thoſe 
common principles, upon which other men's 
judgments are founded; becauſe the grounds | 


of our aſſent are, or ought to be different in 
thoſe caſes, In the former, our aſſent is 


grounded on a divine teflimony, and we 3 

not on the judgment, but on the integrity of 
the writer, that he has fruly delivered, what 
he received.” But in the /atter caſe, if we aſ- 


ſent, without examining the grounds, on which 


the author's judgment was founded, we do 


it merely upon his authority. And as it is 
in a caſe, in which he was liable to err, 


ſo we are /iable to be miſled by him. And 


that I may be fully wat 1 Will give 
a caſe, k 
L Y | 1 Cor. 


| © bY 


1 Cor. vii. 8, 9, 10, 11. 1 fay 0 to the 


tmmarried and widows, it is good for them if | 


they abide even as I. But if they cannot con- 
tain, let them marry: for it is better to marry, 
than to burn. And unto the married, I com- 


mand, yet not I, but the Lord, let not the wife 
_ depart from .the husband: but and if ſhe de- 
fart, let her remain unmarried, or be recon- 
« Ciled to her husband: and let not the husband : 
put away his wife. In theſe verſes, as the 
apoſtle gives his opinion and advice in fw’ 
different caſes, vis. firſt with reſpe& to the 
unmarried and widows, ſecondly, with reſpect. 
to thoſe that are married: fo that judgment 


and advice are founded or d. Herent principles, 


vg. in the former caſe, on the nature and 
reaſon of the thing; and in the latter, on a 

divine teſtimony, or command. And tho' the 
apoſtle's opinion, with reſpect to each of 
theſe, is the truth, yet the grounds of our 


aſſent are, or ought to be different in each caſe, 


In the latter caſe, the ground of our aſſent 
to theſe propoſitions, big. that the wife ou 


not to depart from her husvand, or if through 
neceſſity ſhe is ſeparated, ſhe ought to remain 


unmarried, or be reconciled to him, and that 


the husband ought not to put away his wife; 


I fay, the ground of our aſſent to theſe pro- 


poſitions is a divine teflimony, or a relying 


on the judgment of God, who knows moſt 
perfectly well, what ought, and likewiſe what 


bug ht not to be done in every caſe ; and we 
rely only on the honeſty and int, grity of the 


F 2 apoſtle, 
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apoſtle, that he faithfully delivered, what .he 
received. But in the former caſe; it is quite 
otherwiſe : for as the apoſtle's judgment was 
not founded on a divine teſtimony, but only 
on the nature and reaſon of the thing, of which 
other men ere judges as well as he, and with 
reſpect to which he was /iable to err, as well 
as other men: ſo the ground of our aſſent 
ought to be different in the preſent caſe. 
That is, we aſſent to the 7ruth of what the 
apoſtle has given, as his opinion, vis. That, 
conſidering the circumſtances the Corinthians 
were then in, it was good or ff that the unmar- 
ried and widows ſhould remain in their Angle 
ate, if they could contain; but if they could 
not contain, then it was good or fit, that they 
ſhould marry: I ſay, that the ground of our 
aſſent to theſe propoſitions, 7s, or ought to be, 
not as on a divine teſtimony, nor yet barely as 
on the opinion of an apoſtle, and merely on his 
authority, but as the e en is found- 
ed on reaſon. 
What I would infer from the principle 
before laid down, is, - 
Firſt, That with reſpect | to any point, 
which i is controverted amongſt chriſtians, it 
is not of any weight to quote the opinion of 
an apoſtle (as contained in his epiſtle of the 
New Teſtament) on either ſide, except it be 
ſhewn on what that opinion was grounded. 
For-if it were grounded on thoſe common 
principles, upon which other men's judgments 
are formed, then offer men are Judges of the 
point, 


[45] 


point, as well as an apoſtle, and an apoſtle 


is liable to err, as well as other men: and 


therefore his judgment is not abſolutely to be 
relied upon in fuch @ caſe, but muſt be tried 


and judged of in the way, in which we judge 
of the opinions of other men. Thus, Gr 


| : example, ſuppoſe a Calviniſt. ſhould urge W 


opinion of St. Paul (as laid down in the e- 


piſtle to the Romans) in favour of the doc- 
trine of abſolute election and reprobation; and 
ſuppoſe he ſhould be able to make it ap- 
| pear beyond all contradiction, that St. Paul 
was on bis fide of the queſtion: yet this 
- would not prove his point, becauſe St. Paul's 
judgment does not appear in the preſent caſe 
to be founded on a divine * teſtimony, but 
rather on a Fewiſh education, or on dedufi- 
ens drawn from ſome texts of ſcripture-in the 
Old Teftament, or on God's dealing with the 


Fewiſh nation, or the like. In which caſes, 


as the apoltle's opinion is founded on ſuch. 
principles, of which other men are judgesas 
well as himſelf, and with reſpect to which 
he was alike liable to err with other men; 
ſo, in the nature of the thing, it does not prove 
the point in queſtion. Becauſe the apoſtle's 
opinion in ſuch a caſe muſt be tried and 
judged of in the ſame way, and by ſuch e- 
7 9 as other men's opinions are tried 


: * Note, Whether the doctrine of abſolute election and . 


bation can poſſibly be founded on a divine teſtimony, is not the 


queſtion here, and I only admit the ſuppoſition, to anſwer the 
| * in] my Preſent argument, ; 4 


and 
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and judged of by, viz. by a fair and full exa- 
mination of the principles, upon which it 
was founded, to ſee whether thoſe principles 5 
do ſufficiently ſupport it or not. Again, 
Secondly, and chiefly, I. would infer from 
the principles before laid down, that if any 
| abſuraity or error ſhould appear in the wri#= - 
ings of any apoſtle, nothing can fairly and 
juſtly be concluded from it in prejudice of 
the Meſfahſhip, or divine miſſion of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt. For as the epiſtles of the a- 
poſtles were not written by divine inſpiration, 
but were the produce of the judgment of each 
writer, which judgment was in many caſes 
grounded, not upon a divine teſtimony, but 
on ſuch principles, as other men's judgments. 
are founded: ſo in thoſe cafes, the author 
was alike liable to error With other men. 
And as the great end of the apoſtles mini- 
ſtry under Chriſt, was to direct and guide men 
into the frue way to eternal life, and not to 
correct every error in theology, which ei- 
ther Jews or Gentiles had, or might fall in- 
to: fo, if the apoſtles fell into any error or 
abſurdity i in points of leſſer moment, and in 
Which the greatend and purpoſe of their mi- 


N niſtry were not concerned, ſuch errors Chriſt, 


as the Meſſiah, was not concerned to ſecure 
them from, and conſequently his Meſſiahſhip, 
or divine miſſin, is not in the leaſt affected 
by them. The apoſtles, when conſidered 
abſtractedly from their grand commiſſion, were 
left to ? themſetves, to purſue and diſcoyer truth 
in 


in the ſame way With other men, v2, by 
exerciſing their reaſoning faculties upon the 


queſtions, wirich came before them, and How 
taking every thing into the caſe, which mighr 


give light to it. And if in their purſuit of 


truth they ſhould have happened to mſcarry, 
all that will follow from it is only this, vis. 
that they were fallible and liable to err, like 
dother men. But this does not at all concern 
the validity of their miniſtry, or the Me N. ah- 
ſhip and divine miſſion of their maſter. For 
as theſe are to be proved by, and from other 
principles, ſo it is thoſe principles only, which : 


they muſt and or fall by. 


Thus, Sir, I have given you my thoughts 
on the important queſtion, which lay before 


us, and have applied it as above. 


I ſubmit the whole to your impartial judg- 


> oY ment, and crave leave to ſubſeribe 1 


Reverend | Sir, 


Nur moſt obliged 


Humble Servant, &, 


of Chriſt's Reſurrection, to prove 


* 


SOME SHORT 


R E MAR K 5 


ON 


| Barraxxrous 8 LETTERS, 


Publiſl'd in ls. 


: Sh Journal of the Ath and 1 «th 


of April, 1724; and re-publiſh' d 


in the Journals of the 5th and 1 2th 
of April 1729; containing an Ar- 


gument drawn from the ſingle Fact 


the Divinity of his Miſſion. 


| Wherein | 1s thewn, 


That Britannicuss Argument does 
not anſwer the Purpoſe for which it was 
intended. And in which is likewiſe ſhewn, 
What was the great and main End that the 
Reſurrection of Chriſt was intended to be 

ſubſervient to; viz. not to prove the Divi- 
nity of his Miſſion, for that was ſufficiently 

done before; but to gather together his 

Diſciples, to commiſſion, and qualify, and 
ſend chem forth to | at his Golpel to all 
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SOME SHORT 


R EMARKS 


* ON 


Brizamicus J . E T T ERS, . 


SIR, 


humour in the handling it 


induced me to draw up and ſend you m 


thoughts upon it; preſuming, that if I ſhould 
ſhew the ſame temper and good humour in 
my remarks, as he has done in his letters, 
(which I reſolve to do) I ſhould not offend 
either him or you, even tho' it ſhould appear 

in the iſſue, that I diſſent in wy; Judgment 


- from you both. For, 


Tho' Britannicus has treated the ſubject, 


as becomes a man and a Chriſtian, with re- 
ſpect tO che ſpirit and cemper he has ſhewn 


2 


3 in 


aailinn 


HERE return you the l you font 
me to peruſe, with my hearty thanks 
for the favour. I read them witha great 
= deal of pleaſure, not becauſe the argu- 
ment appeared concluſive, but becauſe the 
author ſhewed ſo much ed and good 
And as Britan- 
_ nicuss. performance gave me delight, fo it 
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in it, yet I think he has not done that ſer- 
vice to the cauſe he undertook, as he pro- 
poſed by it. This I imagine, will appear to 
. the caſe, when I have examined the prin- 
ciples he has laid down. I ſhall not howe- 
ver, enter into thoſe queſtions, vis. whether 
the reſurrection of Chriſt (which is the point 
this author builds upon) does, or does not 
prove the divinity of the chriſtian revelation, 
ſuppoſing the fact true; or whether the evi- 
dence he has produced, affords a proper foun- 
dation for credit, with regard to the truth 
of that fact; but only ſhew you, how the 
caſe will ſtand upon his principle. 
Britannicus reduees the controverſy betwixt 
the Chriſtians and unbelievers, into a narrow 
compaſs, and puts the truth or falſeneſi of the 
chriſtian religion upon the truth or falſenefs 
of one ſingle fact, viz. the reſurrection of 
Cbriſt. He likewiſe ſuppoſes and allows, 
that if Chriſt had wrought all thoſe miracles 
| before his death, which are recorded of him, 
he might notwithſtanding have been but an 
impoſtor, if he had failed in that one fact; or 
at leaſt that the miracles, which Chriſt 
wrought before his death, were not ſuffi- 
cient to prove his meſſage to be divine, if 
he had failed of riſing from the dead. And, 
That it may appear, that I have not 
miſrepreſented the author, whoſe principles 
Jam examining, I beg leave to expreſs his 
ſenſe of this matter in his own words, as in 
letter the firſt, paragraph the thifl, *© The 


— 
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* firſt paint, in order of nature, is, the true 
foundation of the faith of a Chriſtian; or of 
a his believing Jeſus to have been ſent into | 
e the world by God.“ The ground or foun- 1 
dation of which belief, Britannicus obſerves, * _ 
« The. nature of the thing ſpeaks” It muſt. 
be ſomething, that lies open and plain to all 
* who are equally concerned e ing, which 
„ was. fixed at the very beginning, and not 
« now to be deviſed ; ſomething, which was = 
made the univerſal baſis and argument of 
belief, by the very firſt preachers; and de- 
« clared by them, ſo. to be. In ſhort, it muſt. 
« be ſomething, upon which that, belief ſ 
« depends, as to ſtand with it, and to fal! 
ail bout it. And this, if 1 (viz. Britannicus) 
may be pardoned the poſitiveneſs of the 
word, 1 affirm to be the one only fingle fact 
of the reſurrection of Chrit from the dead. 
For it is very evident, that, if this /ingle 
« fac? be well grounded, and tranſmitted 
« down to us with the marks of truth upon | 
« it; then, and in ſuch a caſe, our belief ih 3 
« ſtands firm and unſhaken, notwithſtanding 
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e may not be able to account for all or 
. any of thoſe difficulties, which may ariſe - 


upon other appearances, through the whole 
« ſeries of the Bible; if they be ſuch as do — 
not at all affect this _ point. And it 
5 is as evident, on the other ſide, if this one Wk 
act be not true, or not proved by credible | 404 
« . ſo to be; then, and in ſuch caſe, 1 


* the belief 91 a Chriſtian, $4 ſuch, falls wich 


"yt 


* 
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it: even though all other incidental queſti- 
« ons and points of debate, from the creation 
« to the death of Chriſt, ſhould be ſuppoſed 
« ever ſo favourable to his pretenſions. A- 
gain in letter the ſecond, paragraph the ft. 
I am endeavouring to point out to Chriſti- 
« ans ſome one point, which may be of the 
te greateſt uſe to them, as a ſhort and cer- 
c fain preſervative againſt the attempts of 
: 85 unbelievers : and I have ſaid, that the ingle 
fact of the reſurrection of Chrift. from the 
dead, is that one point; becauſe the belief 
* a Chriſtian ; in Chriſt, does ſo depend up- 
« on this, that, without the truth of this 
: Fact, it muſt fall to the 1 and with 
«jr, it muſt ſtand” _ 1 
Theſe things being laid down as Plineiplez, A 
from hence I argue: If an impoſtor could, 
by. the help of ſome foreign agent, perform 
all thoſe works, which are allowed to be a- 
| bove the natural ability of man to perform, 
and which are allowed to be performed by 
Chriſt before his death (which is the ſtate 
of the cafe): then that foreign agent might, 
in the exerciſe of the fame power, raiſe the 


 impoſtor from the dead; and conſequently 


the reſurrection of Chriſt does not prove the 


divinity of his miſſion upon this author's prin- 


ciples, but rather thoſe principles render the 
divinity of that miſſion very n 
If it ſhould be urged, that Britannicus puts 7 
the caſe upon this iſſue, becauſe the raiſing 


8 dead perſon to life, is a work above the. 
| . 


TT 


natural ability, or inherent power of any 


created being; and as it muſt be performed by 
the immediate operation or agency of God; 


fo, whatever meſſage it is wrought to con- 


firm, it proves that meſſage to be divine ; or 


at leaſt, if ſuch a work may be performed 


by the inherent power of ſome created be- 


ing, yet God will not ſuffer it to be exerted, 
0 when it is for the deluſion of his creatures. 


W anſwer, that the raiſing a dead perſon 
to life is a work above the natural ability 
of any created being, is a point, which is 
only preſumed, and not proved. For, ſup- 
poſing it ſhould be above the natural abilicy 
of man to perform ſuch a work, yet it will 
not follow from thence, that it is above the 
* > natural abiliry of every other created being; 
| ſeeing the extent of man's power cannot be 1 
a2 rule to judge of the ability of other beings, 

whom we are not acquainted with. But ad- 

mitting the caſe to be, as is urged above, yet 

it will not ſerve Britannicus's purpoſe, be- 

cauſe it is allowed, that Chriſt raiſed two 

_ Perſons from the dead, namely Lazarus the 

| brother of Mary and Martha, and the ſon 
of the widow of Nain * *. And from ws 


I argue, 


If none but God. can raiſe a dead perſon to 


15 life, or if God will not ſuffer ſuch power to 


be exerted, when it is for the deluſion of his 
creatures, "then Chriſt's miſſion 75 proved di- 
vine, even though he had failed with regard 
MS To which I might add a third, viz. Jairus's daughter. 7 
I ö 5 to 
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to the particular fact of his own reſurre&ion; 
becauſe ſuch power was exerted in his favour 
by the reſurrection of the two perſons before 
mentioned ; and conſequently his own reſur- 
rection, or the want of it makes no altera- 
tion in the caſe. Again, if the reſurrection 


* 


of Lazarus, and the young man of Nain, to- 
gether with the other mitacles, which Chriſt 


wrought, are not ſufficient to prove the di- 
vinity of his miſſion, ſuppoſing the particu- 
lar fact of his on reſurrection had been 
wanting : then the adding that fact to the 
former does not prove the point. For if God 
may be ſuppoſed to proceed ſo far for the 
confirmation of an impoſition, as to exert 


his power in raiſing two perſons from the 


dead; or if he ſuffered ſuch power to be ex- 
erted for that purpoſe: then he may, with 
equal reaſon, be ſuppoſed to proceed one ſtep 
farther, and exerc the ſame power, or ſuffer 
it to be exerted, in the reſurrection of the 
impoſtor, to anſwer the fame end. So that 
Chriſt's reſurrection proves nothing in the 


preſent caſe. 


If it ſhould be farther urged, that Bri- 


 Zannicus does not lay the ſtreſs of his argu- 


ment upon the fact of Chriſt's reſurrection, 
conſidered barely as a fret, bur as a fat 


Ei 


F CS plainly chin _ : 


queſtion, by making, not the ſingle fact of 


Chriſt's reſurrection, but the flfilling of 
propheſy the foundation, upon which the 
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truth of chridteniey reſts. But if we put it 


upon this foot, it will not help the caſe, be- 
cauſe it is allowed that Chriſt foretold ſeve- 
ral other things in his life-time; namely, 
that Peter would deny him; that 
would betray him; that the chief Priefts 


and Scribes would conſpire againſt him, _ 


deliver him to the Gentiles, 
ſcourge, and to crucify him; 
events anſwered 


to mock, t 
and that bh 
the predictions. From 


whence I argue, if the foretelling of ſeve- 


ral contingent facts, which depended upon 


the will of various voluntary agents, and 


the events anſwering the predictions, toga- 


ther with the other miracles, which Chriſt 
wrought, were not ſufficient to prove his 
meſſage to be divine, ſuppoſing he had failed 
With regard to the prediction of his own 


reſurrection: then the event anſwering to 


that prediction does not prove the point; be- 
cauſe if the former might be performed by 
an impoſtor, informed and aflifted by ſome 


foreign agent, then that 7mpoſtor, in the ex- 
erciſe of the ſame power, or by the help of. 
the ſame foreign agent, might fore know, 
foretel, and perform the latter. 
If it ſhould be further urged, that Bri- 
fFannicus does not exclude Chriſt's miracles, 


and his other predictions, with their accom- 
pliſhments, from being proofs of Chriſt's 
divine miſſion, but rather confiders them as 


| ſuch; only that he conſiders his reſurrection, 
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when anſwering the prediction, as that 
which compleated the proof, arifing from the 
former facts, which proof would not have 
been compleat without it, ſeeing it was fore- 
told; not but if he had failed in that one 
fact, it would not only have invalidated the 
proof ariſing from all former facts, but 
would alſo prove him to have been an in- 
poſtor; becauſe ſuch a failure would have 
been a plain indication of a defect of know- 
| ledge, power, or veracity in his principal, 
which could not 100 the caſe with 3 to 

God. 
I anſwer, this 18 6 playing” faſt and: looſe, 

going forward and backward, athrming and 
denying the fame proportion in the ſame 
breath (if 1 may ſo ſpeak.) For, either the 
working a long train of miracles, the raifing 
two perſons from the dead, and the fore- 
telling ſeveral contingent facts, with the 

events anſwering the predictions, do, in the 
nature of the thing, either ſeparately, or con- 
junctly prove a prophet's meſſage to be di- 
vine, ({uppoſing the meſlage itſelf to be un- 


exceptionable,) or they do not. If they do 
not, then it is impertinent to urge them for 


proof in the caſe. If they do, then, when 
all theſe are done, the prophet's meſſage is 


proved divine, and it is not any after event 


which can invalidate that evidence, and 
prove the contrary. And conſequently Chriſt” 4 
meſſage is proven divine, h he had fail. 
ed 
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1 
ed of riſing from the dead, when he had 
foretold it. What he could not, or did not do, 
would not invalidate the evidence, which | 
_ aroſe from what he could, and did do. 
A prophet may poſſibly go beyond his com- 
miſſion, and predict, what he has no autho- 
rity for; and in ſuch a caſe, if the prediction "+4 
fails, ſurh a failure cannot in the nature of =_ 
the thing invalidate the real proof, which - I 
_ aroſe from precedent facts, that anſwered their || 
pHredictions; but the prophet would be, what | 
he was proved to be, by thoſe precedent 1 
facts; and the evidences, that would ariſe il! 
from ſuch a failure, would only prove, that 
in that particular he ated without a cn 
miſſion. It is highly probable from the ac- 
count given by St. Matthew, that the diſciples 
3 to caſt out a devil, but failed in the 
attempt. Now, ſuppoſing. that to be the 
| caſe, would this failure have proved them 
to be impoſtors? No certainly. They would 
have been, what their former facts proved 
them to be, and this failure muſt have been 
accounted for ſome other way, as we find it 0 
Was, namely, becauſe of their unbelief. =. 
If it ſhould be farther urged, that Bri- —_— 
 tannicus grounds his opinion, with reſpect. = 
to the point in queſtion, upon r reaſons. 
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which I have not taken notice of; the fi, _— 

| | 1 
an argument * 4 priori, as it is founded - i _. 
on our natural notions of the n vi. 14 


| 
7 * See letter the firſt, Paragraphs 4. . ff | 
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„That God is juſt and equitable; and, being 
« ſuppoſed to require of all who have the 


C 


Lay 


goſpel of Chri/t fairly propoſed to them, 
that fhey believe it, and embrace it, muſt 
be ſuppoſed to furniſh an argument for this 
belief, which may, in equal circumſtances, 
be equally plain and open to the capacities 
« of all confidering perſons of common ſenſe : 
ce and nothing can better anſwer to ſuch a 
« deſcription, in a caſe, in which God him 
ſelf is ſuppoſed to ſet his ſeal, than this 
« one wonderful event.” The fecond an ar- 
gument 2 poſteriori, viz. © That whoever 
« will look ſeriouſly into the preachings of 
the immediate followers of Chriſt,, (thoſe 
« preachings which did not begin till after 
* his death,) will find good reaſon to believe, 
„ and, till he is miſled by prejudice, will 
not forbear to believe, that the firſt 
© preachers of Chrift relied upon this fat; 
upon this chrefiy ; upon this only, as the 
« final ſufficient argument of conviction to all 
unbelievers; and, 1 (viz, Britannicus) be- 
«© heve I may ſay, the ole argument to the 
« great body of them.” 

Upon this I obloris, that . ſum 0 
force of the ο⁰ο precedent arguments, as they 
are made the ground of Britannicus's belief 
in the preſent caſe, will be fully and juſtly 

expreſſed in the following particulars. Firſt, 
When a revelation is given to the world, and 
all, who have it fairly En to them, are 

required 
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as renders it x, 
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required to believe in it, and ſubmit to it; 


then reaſon and equity require (and conſe- 
quently God will act according) that an ar- 
gument ſhould be furniſhed for this belief, 


which, for its nature and kind, is ſuited and 
adapted to the capacities of all perſons of 


common ſenſe; and for its clearneſs (and if 


it be a matter of fact, its inconteſtableneſs) | 
is ſuch, as renders it ff, that the divinity of 


the revelation ſhould be rished upon it; that 


is, that it ſhould and and fall with it: Se- 
155 condly, that the reſurrection of Chriſt is an 


event, which compleatly anſwers theſe pur- 


poſes; becauſe the argument founded upon 

it is ſuited to the capacities of all perſons, of 
common ſenſe in all ages, and countries, and 
the fact is ſo unexceptionable and inconteſtable, 
that the divinity of the 5 


chriſtian revelation ſhould be risted upon it: 


And, thirdly, that the immediate followers N 


0: Chriſt judged this to be the caſe. 


As to the firſt of theſe, I 4" That . 


| when a revelation is given to the world, and 


all men are required to believe in it, and ſub- 
mit to it; then reaſon and equity require 
that ſuch evidence ſhould be offered in fa- 
vour of its divinity, as is ſuited ro the ca- 
Pacities of all perſons of common ſenſe in 
all ages and countries, and which upon the 


whole is fo clear and inconteſtable, as to af- 


ford a proper foundation for credit, with re- : 
ſpect to the r of that revelation. But 
that 
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that it is a-like reaſonable and equitable, that 
a matter of ſuch importance, as the divinity 
of a revelation, ſhould be / put upon one 
argument, or one fact only, as to be made 
to ſtand and fall with it, is not ſo clear to 


me. In many caſes we find, that a ſecond 


argument ſucceeds to conviction, when a firſt 


does not. And a variety of facts, performed 


under different circumſtances, may not lie 


open to all thoſe exceptions, which a /ingle 
fact may; and therefore I think it is neither 


reaſonable, nor equitable, that a point of 


| ſuch weight and importance, as the divinity 


of a revelation, ſhould be rise upon che 


certainty of one fact only. Again, ; 
As to the /econd point advanced above, vs. 


that the reſurrection of Chriſt anſwers com- | 
pleatly the purpoſes, to which Britannicus 


has applied it, the argument founded upon 
it, being ſuited to the capacities of all per- 


ſons of common ſenſe; and the fact being ſo 


unexceptionable and inconteſtable, as renders 
it fit, that the divinity of the chriſtian re- 


velation ſhould be risked upon it : I anſwer, 


I think this fact zs not fo unexceptionable and 


inconteſtable, as Britannicus ſuppoſes, or as 


his argument requires. For i, the very act 


of reſurrection, or Chriſt's being dead one 


moment, and alive the next, had 9 witneſs 


to it; which is an exception, that the reſur- 


e of Lazarus, and the young man of 
Nain do not equally lie open to it. At the 
reſurrection 
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reſurrection of Lazarus, many Jews were 


preſent ; ſaw the ſtone alk off the cave (or 


ſepulchre ;) heard Chriſt's voice to Lazarus, 
when he bid him come forth; and ſaw La- 
_ Zarus ariſe out of his grave, bound hand and 


foot in thoſe cloaths, in which his dead bo- 
dy had been before interred. And, though 
in this caſe there was no ſaſpicion of an im- 
poſtor, and therefore the perſons preſent were 


not mcely. ſcrutinous in examining carefully 


into the matter, in order to be certain, whe- 


ther he was really dead one moment, ani a- 


live the next, which ſuch a ſuſpicion might 
have diſpoſed them to; yet, as the caſe then 


ſtood, the act of reſurrection was much more 


evident, with reſpect to Lazarus, 


may be ſaid with reſpect to the ſon, of the 
widow of Nain: in both which caſes the act 


of reſurrection was more mani feſt, than in the 

reſurrection of Chriſt, and conſequently the 
reſurrection of Chriſt is leſs evident, and eſs 

certain, than the reſurrection of Lazarus, and 


the young man of Nain. Secondly, Chriſt's 


_ perſonal appearance, after his reſurrection, 


Was /o different from what it was before his 


death, that his friends and moſt intimate ac- 


quaintance did not know him; which renders 


the evidence for a reſurrection with reſpect 


than to 
. Chriſt; becauſe in the latter caſe, it was on- 


uy fn that Chriſt's body was not in the 
ſepulchre on the third day, when his diſci- 
ples and the women came there. The like 
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. to Chriſt lf certain, becauſe chis circum- 
ſtance gives occaſion for doubting, whether 
the perſon, who was ſaid to be riſen from 
the dead, was the very ſame perſon, who had 
been crucified. Thirdly, Chriſt's perſonal ap- 
pearance after his reſurrection is repreſented 
to be different at different times. Thus, Mark. 
xvi. 12. After that be appeared in another 
form unto two of them, as they walked and 
went into the country. This circumſtance like- 
wiſe renders the evidence of Chriſt's reſur- 
rection leſs certain, becauſe to appearance it 
was not always the ſame perſon, who appear- 
ed to them.  Fourthly, it looks (according to 
the repreſentation given of this matter in the 
| hiſtory) as if the /en/es of the witneſſes of the 
reſurrection of Chriſt were (at ſometimes at 
leaſt) over-ruled, and mifled by ſome foreign a- 
gent. Thus, Luke xxiv. 16. But their eyes 
dere beld, that they ſhould not know him. A- 
gain, ar Ver. 31. And their eyes were opened, 
and they knew him, and he vaniſhed out of 
their fight. Now, if ſuch power was uſed by 
Tome foreign agent upon this occaſion, as here 
ſeems to be intimated, then all evidence ari- 
ſing from ſenſe in ſuch a caſe muſt be doubi- 
ful and uncertain. For in a caſe, in which 
the evidence ariſes wholly from ſenſe, the 
| ſenſes ought, in reaſon and equity, to be left 
perfectly free; and it will have the appear- 
ance of wnfairneſs, for a foreign agent to in- 
ter poſẽ, and miſtead the ſenſes either * 
e -"0 


% A * 


p — = ——— — — regions 
— ——— 


NC —ůů —— Dr 


and if this is known to be the caſe in one in- 
ſtance, it will render a// inſtances, which re- 
late to the ſame fact, the more doubiful a 
uncertain. 
If it ſhould be faid, that Chriſt, after bis 
reſurrection, ſhewed to Thomas and the reſt 
of his diſciples, the holes (or ſcars) which the 
nails had made in his hands, and which the 
ſpear had made in his ſide, at the time of his 
_ crucifixion, and this was an evident proof, 
that the perſon, who appeared to them, was 
that very ſame perſon, who had before been 
crucified: _ 
"4580 this it may be wares, That, if that | 
very ſcars remained upon Chriſt's body after 
his reſurrection, which the ſpear and nails 
had made at the time of his death, then it 
may fairly be preſumed, that the ſame coun-- 
tenance remained with him allo. And yet 
there is not any thing more clear from the 
hiſtory, than this, vis. that Chriſt's coun- 


tenance, and perſonal appearance after his re- 


ſurrection, was ſo very different from what it 
was before his death, that thoſe, who were 
moſt intimately acquainted. with him, did. 
not know him. And if we admit the ſup- 
- poſition, that the /en/es of his diſciples were 
miſled by ſome foreign agent with reſpect to 
Chriſt's countenance, and perſonal d appearance, 
and that 7hat was the cauſe his diſciples did 
not know him; then their ſenſes might like- 
wile be miſled with reſpect to the ſcars which 
2 upon his body; and 88 
* thoſe 
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to us) 
the chriſtian revelation ſhould be fo risked up- 
on that ſingle fact only, 
fand, and fall with it; which was the point 
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thoſe diſciples were not proper evidences with 


reſpect to either. For if the ſenſes of thoſe 
| witneſſes were /o far over-ruled, as that the 


perſon, whoſe reſurrection they bear teſtimo- 
ny to, appeared with a countenance, after 


| his reſurrection, different from what he did 
before his death; 


and if he appeared with 


different countenances, and under different 
forms at different Une: and if he was viſi- 


ble in one moment of time, and then diſap- 
peared and became inviſible the next; (which 
ſeems to be the caſe, as it is repreſented in 
the hiſtory) then ſurely all evidence ariſing 
from ſenſe in ſuch a caſe muſt (as I ſaid 
before) in the nature of the thing, be very 
doubtful and uncertain. 


I do not intend by this to inſinuate, that 


Christ did not really riſe from the dead; but f 


what I intend, is only to ſhew that thoſe 


exceptions, which Chriſt's reſurrection is liable 


to, and which lie open to the view of every 
perſon of common ſenſe, diſqualify it for 


bearing the burden, which Britannicus lays 
upon it. 
taken together, 
the circumſtances, chat attended the caſe (as 


That is, thoſe exceptions, when 


which naturally ariſe from 


the hiſtory of that fact is tranſmitted down 
render it unfit, that the divinity of 


as to be made to 


Britanmcus was concerned to make good. 
And, if I may be allowed o reaſon from 
our 


[6] 


our natural notions of the Deity, then I ſay, 


that if God had intended to put the truth, 
or falſeneſs of the chriſtian religion upon 
the truth, or falſeneſs of one ſingle fact on- 


y, he moſt certainly would (becauſe reaſon 
and equity require it) have rendered that 
fact the moſt wnexceprionable and inconteſtable, 


that in the nature of the thing it could poſ- 


ſibly be; ſeeing ſuch a conduct would beſt 


anſwer the character of a perfectly wile, 
equitable, and good being; and it would 


have been the moſt effectual way to obtain 


the end he propoſed in giving that revela- 


tion, viz. the conviction, and thereby the 


ſalvation of mankind. When this does not 
appear to be the caſe, with reſpect to the 
reſurrection of Chriſt. The conviction, and 
thereby the reformation and ſalvation of 
mankind, was an end 10. worthy of the De:- 
1 And if God had intended, that this 


great and valuable end ſhould have depend- 
ed upon the certainty of one ſingle fact only, 
then ſurely he would have rendered the truth 


of that fact indiſputable, if there could be 
ſuch a thing in nature: or at leaſt, he would 
moſt certainly have removed every thing, ES 


which might have been a bar to men's con- 
viction, ſeeing the end propoſed is worthy 


of the beſt, and the moſt effectual means to bb; 


c —_— 3 ſecure it. 


It is not enough to urge i in this caſe, chat 5 
men diſpoſed to infidelity would have found 


ſomething to except againſt, tho' this fact 
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had been as fully and clearly proved, as the 
nature of the thing would admit. 'For as 
infidelity, with regard to the chriſtian reve- 
lation, has nothing valuable in it, to render 
it deſirable for its own ſake, but on the con- 
trary that revelation, when rationally under- 
ſtood, is fo ſuited to our natural notions of 
_ things, that our judgments are rather natu- 
rally prejudiced in its favour, than againſt 
it: ſo infidelity, with reſpect to men of free- 
dom of enquiry, who form their judgments 
upon evidence, may fairly be preſumed to 
reſult from the want, or the ſeeming want 
of ſuch evidence, rather than from any o- 
ther cauſe. Which infidelity, with reſpect 
to ſuch men, the divine wiſdom and good- 
neſs would ſurely be concerned to guard a- 
gainſt, by delivering thoſe evidences, 'as 
clearly and unexceptionably to the world, as 
they could poffibly be. And as a great deal 
of impoſition has taken place in the world, 
with reſpect to pretended divine revelations; 
ſo this not only affords a reaſon for men to 
examine, with the uttermoſt care and caution, 
all pretenſions of that kind, but it likewiſe 
renders it reaſonable, that, when God does 
give a revelation to mankind, he ſhould 
prove it to be divine by ſuch facts and ei- 
dences, as are moſt clear and unexceptionable ; 
and confequently, this would have been the 
caſe with reſpect to the reſurrection of 
Chriſt, if God had intended to ri the divi- 
nity of the chriſtian: revelation upon ws 
T | | trut 


1G] 
truth and certainty of that ſingle fact only. 
I am ſenſible that infidelity, with regard to 


the divinity of the chriſtian revelation, is 


generally repreſented to be the reſult of mens 


Vicious inclinations; tho poſſibly this repre- ; 


ſentation may be founded in the want of that 
charity, which the chriſtian religion recom- 
mends, rather than an experience and fact. 
That ſome very vicious and bad men may 


be great advocates for infidelity, and that 
others, as vicious and wicked, may as zeal- 
ouſly plead againſt it, may poſſibly be true 
in fact: but then ſurely, not any thing can 
fairly be concluded from either of thoſe caſes 
with reſpect to other men; and therefore no- 
thing of this kind ought, in reaſon and 
. equity, to be brought into the argument. 
But to return, „ 
As to the third and laſt point advanced — 
above, -V/2, that the immediate followers f 
Chriſt judged Britannicus's ſenſe of the mat- 


ter to be the truth of the caſe: I anſwer, 


whatever opinion the followers of Chriſt 
might have of the point in_queſtion, it is 
- manifeſt that Chriſt himſelf did not put the 
divinity of his miſſion upon ſo deſperate an 


iſſue, by riſking it upon the truth of the 


ſingle fact of his reſurrection only; but on 


| the contrary, he urged and inſiſted on thoſe 


other many wonderful works, which he had 
done before has death, as proper evidences . 


the truth and divinity of his miſſion. Thus, 


John x. 24, 2 5. Then came the Jews round 
| about 
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about him, and ſaid unto him, How long 0 


thou make us to doubt? 7 thou be the Chriſt ? 


tell us plainly. Feſus anſwered them, I told 
you, and ye believed not: the works that I do 


in my Father's name, they bear witneſs of me. 


Verſe 37, 38. Tf 1 do not the works of my 
Father, believe me not. But if I do, tho ye 


believe not me, believe the works : that ye may 


know and believe that the Father is in me, and 
I in him, Chap. xv. 24. If 1 had not done 


among them the works, which none other man did, 


they had not had fin, &c. Matth. xi. 2, 3, 4. 


, 6, Now when John had heard in the pri- 


- fon the works of Chriſt, he ſent two of bis 
diſciples, and ſaid unto him, Art thou he that 
ſhould come? or do we look for another? Feſus 
anſwered and ſaid unto them, Go and ſhew John 
again thoſe things, that ye do hear and ſee: 
the blind receive their fight, and the lame walk, 
the leapers are cleanſed, the deaf hear, the dead 
are raiſed up, and the poor have the goſpel 
' preached unto them: and bleſſed is he %. 
ever ſhall not be offended in me. Here we fee, 
that Chriſt makes the many works, which he 
| had done before his death, (conſidered ab- 
ſtractedly from his reſurrection) the grand 


argument for the truth and divinity of his 


miſſion. And tho he does make the time f 

his lying in the grave, which ſuppoſes his 

reſurrection, a fign to the Jews; yet he was 
far from making it the principal evidence, 
and much leſs of rising the dromty of his 


* Matth. Xil, 39, 40. 6 
" miſſion 


. 


/ 
(71 ] 
miſſion upon the truth and certainty of that 
one fact only. And as Chriſt appealed to his 
miracles, as the grand evidence of the truth 
of his miſſion ; ſo his immediate ſucceſſors 
did the ſame. Thus, Acts ii. 22. Ye men of 
Iſrael, hear theſe words: Feſus of Nazareth, 
à man approved of God among you by miracles, 5 
d onders, and 6, us, which God did by him in 
the mdf F you, as ye yourſelves alſo know. 


And tho' the immediate followers of Chriſt 


did urge and inſiſt upon it, that the reſur- 
rection of Chriſt was a proper evidence of 
the divinity of his miſſion; yet they were 
far from laying that weight and burthen 

upon it, as Britannicus's argument ſuppoſes. 


| Indeed St. Paul, in his firſt epiſtle to the 


Corinthians, expreſſes himſelf thus, VIZ. that ü 


I Cbriſt be not riſen, then is our preaching 
8 vo and your faith is vain alſs, chap. xv. 


But then it ought to be conſidered, that 
ah apoſtle is there endeayouring to convince 


the Corinthians of the poſſibility and certainty 


of their own reſurrection, and he grounds 
his argument upon their belief of the reſir- 
rec tion of Chriſt; which upon a ſuppoſition 
that it was not true, then he allows his ar- 
gument to be of no force, with reſpe& to 


the point he was then upon. But admitting 


that St. Paul did, what Britannicus ſuppoſes, 
vir. 715k the divinity of the chriſtian reve- 


lation upon the truth and certainty of the 


ſingle fact of Chriſt's reſurrection, all that 
will follow from it, is only this, viz. that 


the 


. 


1 
the apoſtle advanced @ point, which in rea- 
ſon and argument cannot be defended, as 1 
have ſhewn above. And as he never pre- 
tended to 7nfallibility in point of argument, 
ſo he may very fairly be ſuppoſed to preſs 
an argument beyond its natural ſtrength, with- 
out any injury to his apoſtolick character. 
Britannicus in the courſe of his argument, 

ſuppoſes and inſiſts upon it very ſtrenuouſly, 
that our Lord did make his own reſurrection 
the principal, and, as it were, the deciſiue 
mark of his divine character; to as that, if 
he had not riſen from the dead, the Jeus 
would have been juſtified in their unbelief: 
and from thence he infers the u/ine/s of his 
own proceedings, in rising the divinity of 
the chriſtian revelation upon that one fact 
only. But as the forementioned ſuppoſition 
is not ſujficiently ſupported in the hiftory of 
_ Chriſt's life; fo I think, that ict, and what 
Britannicus builds upon it, are not to be ad- 
mitted. He likewiſe ſuppoſes, that the raiſ- 
ing a perſdn from the dead is a fact of that 
exalted fort, and ſo peculiarly belonging to Gd“, 
. conſidered as the maker and governour of the 
world, or as the diſpoſer of the life and death 
ol intelligent agents, (which is one of the 
higheſt acts of. government) that it cannot 
be ſuppoſed to be a matter, put in the power 
of any other being; or ſo put in the power of 
any other, as ever to be exerciſed, without 
the expreſs will of the ſupreme governour. He 
Vetter 2, Paragraph the firſt, I 
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likewiſe ſuppoſes, that our natural notions of 
the Deity afford a moral certainty, that God 
will never ſet this his ſeal to the confirmation 
of a he. Now admitting this to be the truth 
of the caſe, and ſuppoſing chat Chriſt had 
wrought all thoſe miracles before his death, 
Which are recorded of him, and likewiſe 
that he had failed of rifing from the dead, 
When he had foretold it; then the queſtion 
will be, what, in ſtrict reaſoning, will fol- 
low from ic? Not ſurely that he was an 
impoſtor; becauſe then God muſt have /et his 
feal to the confirmation of a lye, in the re- 
ſurrection of Lazarus, and the young man of 
Main. And the admitting this ſuppoſition, 
deſtroy5s the grounds upon which Britannicus 


| builds his argument for che divinity of Chriſt's || 


miſſion, ſuppoſing he ts riſen from the dead. 
But then the queſtion will return, how fhall 
we extricate ourſelves out of the preſent dif- 
ficulty? For admitting it to be certain on 
the one ſide, that Chrift did raiſe two per- 
ſons from the dead, and conſequently that 
God did hereby confirm, or ſet his ſeal to the 
truth of Chriſt's reſtimony ; and ſuppoſing it 
equally certain on the other fide, that Chriſt 


Failed of riſing from the dead, when he had 


foretold it: will it not equally follow, that he 
was an impeſtor? To which I anſwer, that 
when certainty and uncertainty come in com- 
Petition, then, in reaſon and argument, un- 


_ certainty ought to give place to certainty, and 


not this latter to the former: and this, I 
„ e nn, think, 


iQ 
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think, is the preſent caſe, when all circum- 
ſtances are taken in, which belong to it. On 
the one ſide it is certain, that Chriſt raiſed 


70 perſons from the dead, and conſequently 


God did confirm, or ſet. bis ſeal to the truth 


of Chriſt's reſtimony ; and on the other ſide it 


is likewiſe certain, that Chriſt Failed of riling 
from the dead, when he had foretold it (ſup- 


poſing that to have been the caſe). But then 


here is another point, which is a part of the 
preſent queſtion, of which there was not, nor 


could there be any certainty, viz. that Chriſt : 
was authorized by God to predict his own 
reſurrection. And ſeeing it is poſſible (at 
leaſt it is for any thing we know to the con- 


trary) for a prophet to go beyond his com- 
- miflion, and predict, what he has m a. 


thority for; if he fails in any caſe, all 
that naturally and neceſſarily follows from 


ſuch a failure, is only, that in that par- 
ticular he acted without a commiſſion, (as 


1 obſerved above); but it will by no means 
prove him an impoſor, provided his divine 
character be otherwiſe proved, and ſecured 
by ſuch orher facts and arguments, as are pro-; 
per for that purpoſe. This, I ſay, muſt be 
the ſtate of the caſe upon the preſent ſuppo- 


ſition, viz. that Chriſt did perform all thoſe 


mighty works before his death, which are 
recorded of him, and allo, that the raiſing 
a perſon from the dead was a proper evidence 


of his divine character; and likewiſe, that he 


failed of riſing from the dead, when he had 
fore- 5 
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foretold 3 it; all which are ſuppoſed to be the 
preſent caſe. And, 

Therefore the failure of Dr. Ames, in not 
riſing from the dead, when thoſe people, call- 
ed the modern prophets, had foretold it 
| (which * Britannicus plainly refers to) is by 
no means parallel to the caſe before us: be- 


cauſe thoſe people had not proved the divini- 


ty of their miſſion, by raiſing two perſons from 
the dead, antecedent to their predicting Dr. 
Ames reſurrection; which was manifeſtly 
the caſe with reſpe& to our Lord. If it had 
been evident and certain, that thoſe people 
had raiſed two perſons from the dead, then 

they would have given full proof of the divi- 
nity of their miſſion (ſuppoſing that miſſion 
had been worthy of the Deity) upon Britan- 
 nicus's principles, and the failure of Dr. Ames 
could not poſſibly have proved the contrary, | 
as I have ſhewn above. But tho' the point, 
18 api perplexed upon Britanmcus's principles, 
t ſurely it is capable of being viewed in 


ſuch a light, as to 13 8 free from all thoſe 
difficulties. And, 
Therefore, I br ye, 


of Chriſt's not riſing from the dead is never 


to be admitted. For as he aſſumed the cha- 
racter of a meſſenger ſent from God, ſo he 


ſufficiently ſupported his pretenſions to it, by 
that good and heavenly doctrine, which he 
taught, and which he required his diſciples 
0 OW to the world, and by thoſe many 

8 Letter 2, Paragraph the 5th. WEN 
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great and wonderful works, which ! he per- 
formed. And as Chriſt promiſed his diſciples, 
that he would riſe from the dead; ſo it may 


very fairly and juſtly be ſuppoſed or preſumed, | 
that he made good that promiſe to them, even 
e ing the evidence for his reſurrection to 


be much weaker, than it is: I fay, it may 


very fairly be preſumed, that Chriſt roſe from 
the dead according. to his promiſe, ſeeing ſuch 
| power attended him, as was ſufficient for ef- 
fecting that work, and ſeeing the end he 


propoſed in making that promiſe, would not 
other wiſe have been obtained, biz. the farther 
inſtructing and ſpiriting bis diſciples to the 


work and buſineſs he had deſigned them for; 

namely, to publiſh bis goſpel to the world, which 
I think was the great and main end, that the 
reſurrection of Chriſt was intended to be ſub- f 


ſervient to. 
As Chriſt, in the 3 of * 1 was 


a employed in preaching the goſpel to the Jews; 
ſo he ſelected a ſociety or body of diſciples, 
whom he intended ſhould, after his death, 


publiſh the /ame goſpel to the reſt of . 2 


And as the crucifixion and death of Chriſt 


ſhocked, and diſpirited his diſciples: to ſuch a 
degree, that all thoughts of preaching him 
* and his doctrine to the world were laid afide 
by them: fo thereby the end and purpoſe of 
his coming would have been in a great 
meaſure fruftrated, had he not riſen from the 
dead: becauſe he was intended to be for - 
falvation, not only to the Jews, to whom 


he 


— ——— — 


— 
FH 
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he bad, but alſo-td the Gentiles, to whom he A MAN} 
Had not preached his goſpel. And therefore it N 
became abſolutely neceſſary, that Chriſt ſhould 14 
riſe again from the dead, and make a farther 
perſonal appearance amongſt his diſciples, of 
to prove the divinity of his miſſion, for that 
he had ſufficiently done before, but to gather 
together. his diſperſed, diſpirited diſciples ; to- 
ſend them out into the world to preach the 
| goſpel to both Jews and Gentiles, and thereby 
to work” the converſion and ſalvation of 
mankind; to diſpoſe, and engage them to un- 
dertake that work ; and to furniſh them with 
_ whatſoever was neceſſary thereunto. And 
that this was the great end to which Chriſt's Ae 
reſurrection was intended to be ſubſervient, ee 
is manifeſt from his own words, Luke xxiv. 
46, 47. Thus it is written, and thus it be- 
1 Chrift to ſuffer, and to riſe from the 
dead the third day : and that repentance and | 
remiſion of fins ſhould be preached in bis name, 
among all nations. And accordingly Chriſt, 
agreeable to his promiſe, and as it beboved 
„m to do, did riſe from the dead, and 
make ſuch a perſonal appearance to his diſ- 
_ -Ciples, as was ſufficient to convince them 
of the truth, and certainty of that reſur- 
rection. He likewiſe converſed with them _ 
for the ſpace of forty days, teaching and in- 
ſtructing them in all the things, which 
pertained to the kingdom of God; and gave 
it them in charge, to publiſh his goſpel to 
* nations. oy __ Chriſt had thus an- 


. _ ſwered 
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Fovered the PHF purpoſe of his reſurrec- 
tion, he then withdrew, and was taken up 
into heaven. And, 

Tho' the reſurrection of. Chriſt was to 


his diſciples, and to all others a collateral 
proof of the divinity of his miſſion; yet it was 
not the deciſive mark of his divine character, 
neither was it intended ſo to be; but its 


grand deſign was to anſwer the purpoſe afore- 


ſaid. And this, I think, fully takes off the 
force of thoſe objections againſt the reſur- 
rection of Chriſt, which are drawn from the 
different manner of his appearing, from his 
appearing to none but his diſciples, and the 
like. For, if the grand deſign of his reſur- 
roection was to anſwer the purpoſe aforeſaid, 
and if he appeared to his diſciples in ſuch 
a manner, as that their ſiſpicions were raiſed, , 
whether he was that very perſon, and yet, 
_ notwithſtanding thoſe ſuſpicions, ſuch circum. _ © 
 Pances attended the caſe, as fully convinced 
them, that he was that perſon; and if, after 
his reſurrection, he continued to purſue and 
carry on the ſame deſign, which he was en- 
gaged in before his death, and which he 
came into the world to proſecute : : then he 
did all that was neceſſary, or that the nature 
of the thing did require, or that in reaſon 
could be expected from him, in order to an- 
ſpwer the great end and purpoſe of that re- 


ſurrection; and conſequently all thoſe objec- 
tions, that are made againſt it, are weak and 


; trivial. If the reſurrection of Chriſt had 


been 


His 


0 1 


peen deſigned to be the grand argument for 
the divinity of his miſſion, and the deciſive 
mark of his divine character to the body of 


mankind; then ſurely that reſurrection would 


have been (becauſe the reaſon of the thin 
required it) as publicꝶ, and as wnexceptionable, 


as the nature of the thing would admit. Bur 
this was not the grand deſign of Chriſt's re- 

ſarrection, neither was ſuch a publick ap- 
pearance neceſlary to anſwer the great end 


and purpoſe of it, and therefore ſuch an ap- 
| 1 could not in reaſon be expected. 
Before I leave the ſubject, I beg leave to 


obſerve, that the apparent end and defign Wn - 


the chriſtian revelation 1s (as indeed it aſt 
needs be, ſuppoſing it to be of a divine ori- 


ginal) the promoting the good and well-being 


of mankind, by calling upon nners to re- 


pent and turn to God, and to do works meet 
for repentance, as the only true means to re- 


commend them to the divine mercy ; 


by 


teaching men to deny all ungodlineſi, and 
vorldly lujts, and to live ſoberly, righteou Ay. 
and gediy in this preſent warld, living peace- 
able and quiet lives in all godlineſs and honeſty, 
loving Ged above all, as the fountain of rheir 
being, and the bountiful giver of all good 
| things, and loving one another, as they are 
all deſigned to be common ſharers in that 
bounty, ſuch a temper and conduct being the 


only ground of divine acceptance. And as 
man is naturally qualified to diſcern betwixt 
good. and evil, and thereby to judge of the 


moral 
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moral fitneſs or unfitneſs of his Alo which , 


renders him an accountable creature; ſo the 


chriſtian revelation aſſures him, that Ged Will 
call him to an account for his conduct, and 
that he will acquit or condemn him, accord- 
ing as he has behaved himſelf agreeable 
with, or contrary to thoſe rules of righteouſ- 


neſs beforetnention'd. And as in this view | 
of the caſe, the chriſtian revelation is no 


other, than an addreſs to men to be wi/e for” 


themſelves, in an affair of the utmoſt con- 
cern to them; fo one would think, were 
there not ſomething blended <with, or ſome 


a1 ſrepreſentation. of this revelation, which 
might prejudice men's minds againft it, that 


chen a lo degree of evidence would be ſuf- 
ficient for their conviction. _ 


But when the end and deſign of this reue- 


{ation is repreſented to be, not ſo much the 


right directing and governing the affections 
and actions of men, as the trying, or rather 


baffling their underſtandings, by requiring 


their aſſent to certain propoſitions, common- 


ly called articles of faich, ſome of which 
are unintelligible, and others are repugnant 
to our natural notion of things; and when 
_ God is repreſented, as being highly pleaſed 5 
wich, and paying a much greater regard to 
his creatures, for their ſubmitting their un- 
derſtandings to, and zealouſly contending for 


thoſe uſeleſs, ſpeculative, propofitions, and 


for their e Ne attendance on ſome exter- 


nal obſervations, rather than for n their 
minds 


thoſe beforemention'd, can poſſibly be . 
and whether any external evidence, how 
great ſoever, can afford a J 

credit with reſpe& to it. And theſe things 
I fear have done mote injury to the cavſe of 


8 
minds poſſeſſed with the beſt and pureſt af- 
fections, and their lives adorn'd with the 


moſt inoffenſive and vertuous actions, and 


when thoſe, who are appointed to be conſtant 
daily monitors to the people of their duty, 


and to be living examples and patterns 0 of 
true chriſtianity to them, aſſume to them- 
ſelves a pretended divine right. to examine 
and judge for others in matters of religion, 
and, in conſequence thereof, to direct and 
govern both the underſtandings, and con- 
ſciences, and purſes of the people committed 
to cheir care; and when all this is pretended 
to be grounded on the chriſtian revelation; 1 
fay, when, and ſo far as this is at any, time 
the caſe, it will unavoidably lay a foundation 
for ſeepticiſm; and infidelity with regard to 
the divinity of the chriſtian revelation. And 
the reaſon is evident: becauſe to perſons, 
who preſerve. or recover their natural right 

of examining and judging for themſelves in 
matters of religion, and who have upon their 
minds a juſt and worthy ſenſe of the moral 
character of almighty God, to ſuch perſons 
it will be a ground for doubting, whether a 
revelation, which introduces or -encourages 
doftrines and practices ſo abſurd in yo 


ſelves, and fo jnjurious to mankind, 
1 foundation for 


% 


L chriſtianity, | 
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chriſtianity, than any thing, that has been 
writ againſt it. To conclude, 

Thus, Sir, I have examined the caſe, and 
1 think, upon the whole, it will ſtand, as I 
inferred above; namely, that either the mi- 
racles, which Chriſt wrought before his 
death, and the propheſies which he deliver- 
ed, and which were in fact fulfilled, proved 

his miſſion to be divine, ſuppoſing he had 

*failed with regard to the particular fact of 

his own reſurre&ion, when foretold ; (tho 

_ that is a ſuppofition, which is not to be ad- 

mitted, as I obſerved above) or elſe the add- 

ing that fact to the former does not prove 
the point. And tho' Britannicus has treated 
the ſubject in a decent and manly way, 
(which ! 18 highly valuable in itſelf, and wor- 
thy the imitation of every writer in contro- 
verſy) yet I think it appears, that what he 
has advanced, does not anſwer the purpoſe, 


for which it was intended, but rather che 
contrary. 


4 Jam, Sir, 
5 Sarum, Apr 5 £4) 
26, 1724. 
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To the Reverend 


Mr 8 10 NE. 


SIR, 


Received the preſent you ſent me, vis. 


to return you thanks for the favour. I 


caſe of Abraham (with reſpe& to his being 


4 commanded by God to offer his ſon Jſaac 


in facrifice) to its native plainneſs and ſim- 


pflicity, by removing that cloud you have 
4 over it, and wherewith you | have 


darkened and perplexed it. 


I think it is a point agreed on by us boch, 
that the „ineſi of ſome actions, and the un- 
fitneſs of others ariſes from, and depends up- 


on the 4% ifferent circumſtances they are per- 


formed under; ſo that the ſame action may 


be ft under ſome circumſtances, and unfit 
under others, But then, I beg leans: to ob- 


ſerve farther, that the divine command and the 


divine prohibition are not thoſe circumſtances; 


but they are ſuch circumſtances, as attend 5 
the action, when conſidered ahHractedly from, 
and antecedent to any divine determination con- 


Ferning it. For, if the firneſs and the un- 
fitneſs 


4 


your ſermon and remarks, and beg leave 


ſhould not have done it in this publick 
way, were it not that I might reſtore the 
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fitneſs of aQions were founded upon 455 di- 
vine command and the divine prohibition, 
then, the divine determination would be the 


ground and foundation of right and Wrong, 
of gecd and evil, of fit and wnfit ; then, there 


would be à univerſal indifferency with reſpect 
to actions, one would not be preferable to 
another in nature under any circumſtances, 
when conſidered abſtractedly from the di- 
vine command and the divine prohibition ; 
and then, every action will be either fit or un- 
fit, or be left in ſtate of indifferency, juſt as 
* God ſhall be pleaſed to determine concerning 


it. But, this is repugnant to our natural no- 


tions of things, and therefore ſurely cannot 
be the truth of the caſe; and this I preſume 
is not your ſenſe of the matter, becauſe you 
have fiſhed after ore circumſtances to ground 
the fitneſs of an action upon, when com- 
manded by God, as in the caſe of Iſaac's 
death, ſuppoſing he had been flain. 
| Indeed, if we ſuppoſe, what ought not to 
be ſuppoſed, v/z. that God makes uſe of his au- 
| thority in commanding or forbidding actions, 
which are in themſelves per fechiy ma! iferent, 5 
when all circumſtances and conſequences are 
taken into the caſe, (ſo that there is no rea- 
ſon reſult] ting from the nature, the relations, 
or the circumſtances of things, for the com- 
manding or forbidding, for the performance 
or the non- performance of that action); I ay, 
were this the caſe, then, tho' the action 


would be after the divine inrerpoſition Juſt 


the | 


the fame as it was before, viz. it would be 
neither good nor evil, neither fit nor unfit, 
but perfectly indifferent; yer, it would be 
right and fit for us to yield obedience to 
ſuch a law; becauſe gratitude requires that 
we ſhould comply with the humour of a 
hene factor, which ſurely God muſt be al- 
lowed to be in the higheſt degree; and 
becauſe he has it in his power, and can pun- 
1% our diſobedience. But, this we may be 
aſſured will never be the caſe ; becauſe God 
will not proſtitute his authority, by uſing it 
to anſwer no good purpoſe. 
Legiſlature or authority is either natural or 

derived; that is, it is a power or truſt, which 
either reſults from that natural relation, which 
one intelligent being ſtands in to another or 
others; or elſe it is a power committed in 
truſt to ſome perſon or perſons, ro make 


laws for the good and benefit of thoſe who 


are ſubjected to that juriſdiction. The for- 
mer of theſe is the caſe of parents, from whoſe : 
relation to their children naturally ariſes 4 
right, or reſults a truſt, to make ſuch laws 
for, and give ſuch rules of action to their 
children, as are for their and others good, 
juſt as che circumſtances, and the reaſon of 
things ſhall require. And this is the caſe with 
reſpect to God, and his intelligent creatures; 
he is their common parent, to whom they owe 
their exiſtence in a much higher ſenſe, than 
children do to their parents, and from whoſe 
relation to his creatures naturally ariſes a 


„ right 
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right, or reſults a truſt to make ſuch laws; 


or lay down ſuch rules of action, as are for 
the good of thoſe to whom they are given; 


or for the good of che whole, juſt as the cir- 


cumſtances, and the reaſon of things ſhall 


require. The latter of theſe, are thoſe to 
whom legiſlative power is committed in truſt, 
and theſe are the civil magiſtrates, who are 
intruſted with power to make laws for the 
ſocieties good, and to anſwer the purpoſes of 


Civil affociation, juſt as the circumſtances, and | 
the reaſon of things ſhall require. And, 
Here it is to be obſerved, that natural le- 


giſlature or authority is not the natural off- 
ſpring of power, but of paternity. God does 
not become a governour to the intelligent 


and moral world, by his being poſſeſſed with 
almighty power; but by his being a common 


parent to his creatures. For, as he called 
them into being without cheir conſent ; ſo 
_ reaſon requires, that he ſhould take care of 5 
their well-being, which it is the buſineſs of 
government to ſecure, and it is this which 
conſtitutes him our guardian or governour. 
God's being poſſeſſed with great and uncon- 
troulable power, enables him to play the 


tyrant over us, (were he diſpoſed to uſe his 


power to ſo vile a purpoſe); but it does not 
inveſt him with a right to be our guardian 

or governour, that 40 the reſult of his 
relation to us. And, this is the caſe of pa- 


rents with reſpect to their children; their au- 


of 
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of power, but it naturally ariſes from that 
natural relation they ſtand in to them. And 


indeed, in a ſecondary and leſs proper ſenſe, 


this is the caſe in civil ſociety, where legi- 
Native power is lodged in ruft. For, as in 


| ſuch ſocieties every one is by nature upon an 
equality, (there not being any one who has a 


natural right of dominion over his fellow 
creatures), and as law and government are 
neceſſary to the well-being of ſociety, ſeeing 
the wed of civil aſſociation cannot be ob- 
tained, nor ſecured without it; ſo this makes 
Þ neceſſary and reaſonable, chat legiſlature 


and governing power ſhould be lodged in 


trust, in the hands of ſome perſon or per- 
ſons, to be exerciſed for the ſocieties wel- 
fare; and the perſons with whom this truſt 
1s lodged, are by this conſtituted, not the na- 
' tural, but the „ep 2 of the people, and 

ppineſs ; and by this, they | 
are inveſted with a right, not natural, but 
derived, a right derived from the people, to 


| erik of their 


make ſuch laws as are for the ſocieties good, 


and to anſwer the Purpoſes of civil aſſocia- 


tion. And, 


As legiſlature itſelf is den in reaſon; 


% the reaſon of things, 1s the rule and mea- 
fare of it. That is, thoſe upon whom legi- 


ſlative power naturally devolves, or to whom 
it is committed in truſt by others, are not at 
liberty to make what laws, and give what 


rules of action they pleaſe; but they are di- 


rected,  Umited, and bounded in the exerciſe 
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of that power, by the grounds and reaſons, and 
by the ends and Purpoſes upon which legi- 


laure itſelf is founded, viz. the publick good 


of thoſe who are ſubjected to their juriſdic- 


tion. So that lau, ſtrictly ſpeaking, or that 


law which is in reaſon obliging, is nothin 
more than that rule of action exempl; fed 
which is founded in the reaſon of things; 
and duty is not the effect or reſult, but it 
is the foundation of law. That is, an action 
does not become our duty, becauſe it is com- 

manded, but it is commanded, becauſe. it 


was our duty antecedent to the command. 


And conſequently, a thing or action does not 
become fit or unfir, by its being commanded 
or forbidden, but it is commanded or forbid- 
den, becauſe it was fit or unfit, when conſi- 

dered abſtractedly from, and antecedent to the 

promulgation of that law. This, I ſay, 18, 
or at leaſt ought always to be the caſe, It is 
true, the word law in its common accepta- 
tion ſignifies the v0 of a ſuperior : but then, 5 

this ſuppoſes that the will of the 1 or 

lawgiver, is not lawleſs will, (if I may fo + 
ſpeak) or a will which is exerted without. 
rule or reaſon, but a will which is directed 

by reaſon, a will which commands nothing 

| to be done, but what was fit ſhould be done 
| antecedent to the command, and which pro- 

hibits nothing, but what was fit ſhould be a- 

voided, antecedent to the prohibition :' I ſay, 


this | 18 ſuppoſed to be che will of the * 


or 


[or ] 
or lawgiver, for other ways legiſlature Would 
be an unnatural, and a monſtrous thing. And, 


When legillative power is rightly employed, 9 | | 
in making laws to anſwer the true ends of 14 
government; then, it is in itſelf right; and 14 f 
then, it conſtitutes a legal or Juſt authority. e 
But, when it is employed to anſwer other n 
and contrary purpoſes, then, it is in itſelf l 
wrong, and then, it degenerates into rann). 1 1 
| When legiſlative power is employed in mark. g-. 0 
ning bad laws, or laws which ſerve a bad pur- e ; 
Foſe; this is manifeſtly wrong, and therefore THe 
it cannot be deemed uſt authority, but pro- 4 it 11 
: ey comes under the denomination of 7yran- l 
Or when it is employed idlely and "W314 
Singh, by commanding or forbidding ac 
tions which are perfectly indifferent, and 14: 118 
+ which ſerve only to exemplify the command || || 
ing power of the lawgiver, and to extort fub- | || i 
miſſion from the ſubject ; this is plainly 4 _ FRITWG 
proſtitution of legiſlative power, this is what 1 
the ends of law and government will not ek |! | 
cufe or juſtify, and therefore this cannot juſtly ||| Þ 
be deemed legal authority, but proper 
comes under the denomination of tyranny, KT YT 
tho' in a much lower, and in a much leſs . 
5 hurtful degree than in che former caſe. The il | | 4 
Kcaſe is the ſame, whether legiſlative power N | 
be conſidered as lodged in a human, or in the - + 16] li I 
divine hand; it be being equally as unfit that e 
| | God ſhould act wrong in his legiſlative capa- Ne TR. 
City, as it is that any of his creatures ſhould _ Ws of 
do fo, 'T here is indeed * difference; if Wie | 
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God mould Trey his legiſlative power, he 
is above rontroul, or correction; whereas, if 
men abuſe their ruſt, they are liable to be 
controuled in, and to be puniſhed for that 
abuſe. 
To apply this to che caſe of Lſaac, with 
reſpect to his being killed and offered in ſa- 
crifice by his father; T obſerve, that if it 
was fit to take away 1/aac's life, that fitne ſs 
did not ariſe from, nor was it founded upon 
the divine command, but upon ſuch other cir- 
cumſtances as attended the caſe, when con- 
ſidered abſtractedly from, and antecedent to 
any divine determination concerning it; and 
conſequently, it would have been <qually fir, 
whether God had interpoſed and command- 
ed it or not. Again, if the action was unfit, 
_ antecedent: to the divine command; then, it 
was equally unk offer it; becauſe the divine 
command could not poſſibly make any al- 
| teration in the caſe.. . 
If it ſhould be aid, it is not to be ſup- 
poſed chat God would command an unfit ac- 
tion, which in the preſent caſe the com- 
manding to take away 1/cac's life is ſuppoſed 
to be: for if the action was unfit, then the 
command was equally unfit which required 
the performance of it; and to admit that 


God may give an unfic command, is to offer 
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an injury to his moral character, and there 


5 fore it is not to be ſoppoſed: 


Jan 


I anſwer, That in ſome caſes the fitneſs or 
unfitneſs of commands, as well as actions a- 


him, and he was to determine to which of 
them the dead child did belong, and which 
When Solomon had heard the 


the living. 
caſe, he commanded that the living child 
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riſes from the different circumſtances which 1 | | al 
thoſe commands ſtand related ro: fo that it 1 
may in ſome caſes be ii, to command an ues TFT 
fit action. This is exemplified in the caſe ie 
of Solomon, when the two harlots came before 1 


6h i 3 — < 
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ſhould be divided, and that one half ſhould 1 
be given to one harlot, and the other half Ins {if 
to the other. Now, the action of dividing, 1 {| EL 
and thereby killing the living child, was (I WA 
think) wnfit; becauſe there was no circum || | | 
ſtance attended the caſe, which rendered it of 1 
fit that the child ſhould die. And, tho the Wl 0s 


action was unfit ; 
which required it. And the reaſon of this | 
1s evident, viz. becauſe the command was ifs 
not given in order to execution, and with an 
intent that it ſhould be obeyed, but only to bf 


try the affections of thoſe women, thereby to 1 
enable Solomon to give a true judgment in 
4 1 I 
the caſe ; and under theſe circumſtances | it was MW 
a fit command. If Solomon had given the T7 l} 
command | in order to execution, and with an 0 j 


intent that it ſhould be obeyed, then, and 
under theſe circumſtances, the command, as 
well as the action would have been unfit. 1 

But this was was not the caſe, and therefore . 

hben Solomon had mage tryal 2 as aforeſaid, N 


yet the command was fit i „ I 


he 
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| woes and Tm thee into the land of Moriah, 
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_ - - he then raid the 9% and gave the 


living child to her, to whom it properly be- 


longed. And, here it is to be remembered, 
that the ground or reaſon of Solomon's recall- 
ing the command, was not any change of cir- 


cumſtances with reſpect to the child, but it 
was becauſe the end of the command was 


anſwered, in trying the affections of the Foo 6 


harlots as aforeſaid. 
The caſe of Iſaac, is exattly parallel to 


the caſe I have now mention'd. To have 
taken away Jſaac's life would have been an 


unſit action, becauſe not any circumſtances 
attended the caſe which rendered it fir that 


he ſhould die; ; and yet, the command 
which required it, was a fe command. And 


the reaſon of this is as evident, as in the 


former caſe, vi. becauſe the command was 
not given in order to execution, and with 


an intent that it ſhould be obey ed, but only 


to 7ry the underſtanding, the fich, and the 
obedience of Abrabam, and under theſe cir- 


cumſtances it was a fit command. And, that 


the command was given with this view, and 


to anſwer this purpoſe, vis. to try Abraham, 


1s evident, not only from its being recalled. ; 
but alſo Bm the teflimony of the biftorian, 
Thus, Geneſis xxii. I, 2. And it came to paſs 
after theſe things, that God did tempt (or try) 
Abraham, and ſaid unto him, Abraham; and 
be ſaid, behold here I am. And he ſaid, take 


now thy ſon, thine only ſon Iſaac whom thou 


aud 


935 1 


and offer bim there for a burnt offering, upon 
one of the mountains which J will tell thee of. 
Here we ſee, that the command was given 
to tempt or try Abraham, (if the hiſtorian's 
teſtimony will . be allowed to be of any 


weight in the preſent caſe;) and under hrs £ 


circumſtance, it was a fit command, tho' the 
action was unfit, which was required by it. 
If God had given the command in order to 


execution, and with an intent that it ſhould 


be obeyed; then, and under theſe circum- 


ſtances, the command, as well as the action 
would have been unfit. But this was not 


the caſe; and therefore, when God had try- 


ed Abraham as aforeſaid, he then recalled 
the command. And, here it is likewiſe to 
be remembered, that the ground or reaſon of 
God's recalling the command, was not any 
change of circumſtances with reſpect to Iſaac, 
but it was becauſe the end of the command 
was anſwered in trying the underſtanding, the 
faith, and the obedience of Avraham as afore- 


ſaid. And, 
That 70 circumſtance attended the caſe, 


which rendered it fit that T/aac ſhould die, 
and conſequently that the taking away his 
life was an unfit action, is moſt plain and 


evident from God's recalling the command. 
For, if any circumſtance had attended the 


5 caſe, which rendered it fit that 1/aac ſhould 
die, and conſequently the taking away his 


life would have been a fit action, then, moſt 


certainly be would bave died, becauſe it was 


right 
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right and ff that he ſhould ; then God 
would not only have commanded Abraham 


to kill 1/aac, but he would alſo have inſiſt- 


ed upon Abrabam's executing that command; 


and then the reca/ling the command would 


| have been perfectly unſit, becauſe it would 
have prevented or hindered the performance 
of a jif action. So that, if God always acts 


right (which is the ſuppoſition I go upon, 
and which is the only point I take for grant- 


ed in the preſent argument ;) then, I ſay, the 
recalling the command proves to a demon- 
ſtration that the taking away Tſnac's life 
was an unfit action, and that no circumſtance 
attended the caſe, which rendered it fit that 
he ſhould die. And, as it was fif that God 
| ſhould give the command, to anſwer the pur- 
poſes aforeſaid ; fo 1 it was equally as fit that 
be ſhould recal it, that thereby he might 
prevent or hinder the performance of an 
unit action. The taking away TJaac's life was 
not a trifling affair; and therefore ir could 
not be an indifferent action; but it muſt be 
either fir, or unfit, If it was fit that 1/aac 
ſhould die, and if it was fit for God to com- 


mand the taking away his life; then it would 


have been equally as fit for God to have in- 
ſiſted upon the execution of the command; 
and then it would have been unfit for him 
to have recalled it. On the other ſide, if the 
taking away T/aac's life was unfit, then as it 


was fit that God ſhould command it to be 


taken away, in order to rempr or try Abra- 


bam ; 


97 1 


ban; ſo it was equally as fit" that God ſhould 
recal the command, when the end of that 
command was anſwered, which was done 


accordingly. It indeed Tſaac by his wicked 


behaviour had rendered himſelf a common 
| enemy to the common good, and if the tak- 
ing away his life, by the hands of his father, 
would have better anſwered the purpoles of 


government, than the taking it away by any 
other hand; hen, and under 70906 cireum- 
Flances, it might. have been fit that Tjaa® 


ſhould have died by the hands of his father. 
But theſe are circumſtances which did not at- 


tend the caſe; and therefore are . to 


the argument. 


To this I may add, that 1 was a Th 


| proſperous man, that his tuation i in the world, 
the circumſtances of his family, and the be- 


| hbaviour of his ſon was ſuch, as will bear 
me out in ſaying, that T/aac's life did not 
% come in competition with the publick 


; | oy as that one of theſe muſt of neceſſity 
have given place. to the other; and then, I 


think, they will bear me out in ſaying, thar_ 


mn circumſtance did attend Iſaac's caſe, which 
rendered it fit that he ſhould die. I will, 


I think, be needleſs to enquire what was 


Abraham's opinion concerning this matter, 
or what were the grounds and reaſons of ac- 
tion to him; becauſe nothing can certainly 


be concluded about it, or from it. Abraham 
might poſhbly be ready to obey the com- 


mand, without entering into any kind of 


reaſoning 5 
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reaſoning upon the caſe. Or he might think 
that ſome circumſtances attended the caſe, 


tho he perceived it not, which might render 


it fit that his ſon ſhould die by his hand. 
But then, in this he greatly erred. Or, he 
might chink ir right to kill his ſon when 


commanded, upon a preſumption that God 
would raiſe him from the dead. Burt then, 


this was a groundleſs preſumption. For, as 


God never intended that T/aac ſhould be 


lain; fo conſequently, he never intended to 
exert his power in 1/aac's reſurrection. How- 
-ever, this is evident from the hiſtory, that 
the command was given by way of fempta- 


7191 or trial to Abraham, tho' he did not 
_ underſtand it to be ſo; and that Abraham 
was ready to yield obedience to the command. 
And if this ſhould be thought to be a pro- 

per ground for celebrating, and thereby 
ſhewing the excellency of Abraham's faith, 
or obedience; be it ſo, theſe are Does: not 


controverted by me. 


This is the ſtate of the caſe, as it ſtands 
recorded i in the hiſtory. I have indeed con- 
ſidered the command given to Abraham to be 
a trial, as well upon his underſtanding, as up- 
on his faith and obedience; becauſe I think 
it was in fact as much a trial upon the one, 
as upon the other. It is true, this is not 


ſaid, nor intimated in the hiſtory; nor is it 


laid, or intimated that it was given as a trial 

of Abraham's faith. And yet, as it was in 

= as much a trial 'N his Faith as of 
bis 


T1 


his obedience ; therefore it was very juſtly 


ſo eſteemed by St. Paul: and, as it was in 
l fat as much a trial of Abraham” s underſtand- 


ing, as it was of his faith and obedience ; 


therefore, I think, it may with equal juſtice 


be ſo eſteemed by me.“ However, I have on- 


ly given = as my opinion, and have judged 
of the cle, as it appears plain to me. But 
then, as to all others, they are left to exa- 
mine and judge for themſelves, and to de- 
termine their opinions accordingly; and, if 
they ſhould differ from me, and ſhould ſhew 
the world the grounds of that difference, I 
ſhall not be z7jured by it; and therefore, ſhall . 
not be offended at it. 
I have alſo ſuppoſed that God might give, 
and recal the command, to anſwer another 
purpoſe, vi. to ſnew. to Abraham, and to 
all his poſterity, the unfitneſs of all humane 
_ ſacrifices. But then, I offered this only as a 
bare conjecture, which every man is at liber- 
ty to approve or reject, as he ſhall ſee grounds 
for either. Whether this was intended, or 
not, I do not take upon me to determine. 
But this 1 ſay, that it was a wholſome leon 
which Abraham might have learned from it, 
and which probably he needed to be inſtruct- 
| ed in; becauſe he was not only capable of 
| being, but was (probably) a#ually mifled by 
the evil cuſtoms of the age and place in 
which he lived; elſe, how can we account 
for his committing whoredom with his ſervant, 
Without wy appearance of reluctancy? 
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Thus, Sir, ] have re-aſſumed _ argument 
which you haveanimadverted upon, and, I 
think, it will appear to every impartial | read- 
er, that I have given a plain, a fair, and a 
true repreſentation of the caſe, And, I beg 
leave to obſerve, that I have conſidered it in its 


en proper circumſtances, as it ſtaggs related 


in the hiſtory, without annexing to it, or 


reaſoning from any foreign circumſtances, 


which did not attend the caſe. And there- 


fore, I wonder how you could, as in your 


title page, call it Mr. Chubb's cafe of Abra- 


ham; and at the concluſion of your remarks, 
ſpeaking of me, you ſay, © it is, or at leaſt 
«© ſeems to be, neither Abraham's, nor . "i 
« but a caſe of his own imagination”; as if 


1 had introduced, and argued about a foreign > 


caſe, and not the yery cal of Abraham as it 


* related in the hiſtory. 


Having ſtated the caſe, and ſhewn the force vb 


1 of my regſoing upon it, I no.] proceed to 


examine what you have offered againſt it. 
The ſum of which, I think, is contained in the 
two following particulars. Fir/t, you ſay, 


Page 31, I lay axon this Ras Fai that 


there was no circumſtance that could ren- 


dere it fit that T/aac ſhould die.“ Again, 


page 33, you ſay of me, «© Whereas Mr. Chubb 


„ {uppoſes, chat there could not be any cir- 
e cumſtance, which could render it proper 


* that Abraham ſhould take away the life 


of Iſaac. Again, page 42, you declare it 


0 be my ſuppoſition, big. That it was 
| 6 abjo- 


„ 


*« abſolutely impoſſible that there could be cir- 
* cumitances, which might render it fit that 
s LJſaac ſhould die.” Again, page 44, you 
ſay of me, that 1 all along only ſuppoſe, 
« that there could be no circumſtance that 
could render it fit that Iſaac ſhould die.” 
This propoſition, viz. [that no circumſtance 
could poſſibly attend the caſe, which could 
render it fit that Iſaac ſhould die,] you ſay, 
that I have all along /uppoſed it, that I have 
taken it for granted, that I have laid it down 
as a it principle, and you conſider it as 
that, upon which the whole firength of my 
reaſoning depends. Secondly, you endeavour 
to. ſhew, that the forementioned ſuppoſition 
(which you charge upon me) is groundleſs; 
by introducing a variety of circumſtances, which 
you fay, would have rendered it it that aac 
ſhould die. And thus you. ſuppoſe the force 
of my reaſoning is deſtreyed. 

As to the firſt point you have advanced, 
iz. that TI have all along ſuppoſed, and taken 
for granted, and laid it down as a firſt prin- 
ciple, and reaſoned from it, viz. that there 
Was uo circumſtance, that could render it fit 
that J/aac ſhould die; and, that it was ab- 
 folutely impoſhble that there could be circum- 
 Rances, which might render it fit that Iſaac 
ſhould die, and the like; this is a make. 
1 have not ſuppoſed, nor taken for granted, 
nor laid down as a firſt principle, nor rea- 
ſoned from any ſuch propoſition; but have 
r and nan ſuppoſed, and allowed the 
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contrary, as appears from my words them- 


ſelves, in the tract you refer to. Thus, page 


30, my words are as follow. And whilſt 


* no circumſtance attended his (viz. 1/aac's) 


« caſe, which might render his life injuri- 


« ous to the common happineſs; or any o- 


e ther ways render it fit that he ſhould die,” 
Here you ſee, Sir, that I have been ſo far 


from ſuppoſing, and taking for granted what 
you fix upon me, that on the contrary, I 


have in expreſs words allowed, that T/Jaac's 
life being injurious to the common happineſs, 
(by which I mean, that if by his wicked ac- 


tions, he had been a common enemy to the 
common good,) was à circumſtance, which if 


it had been his caſe, might have rendered 
it t that he ſhould die. And not only fo, 
but I have farther allowed, that any other- 
*vays: by which I mean, that if by any other 
circumſiance than that of Tſaac's wicked be- 
haviour, his life ſhould have / come in com- 
petition with the publick good, as that one 
of theſe muſt of neceſſity have given place 
_ to the other; then, any ſuch circumſtance (if 
any ſuch there could have been), night, for 
any thing I have ſaid or ſuppoſed to the 
Contrary, have rendered it ſit that 1/aac ſhould 
die. But then, by the public good, I mean 
the publick good of the inhabitants of he 
globe only, and not the publick good of the 
inhabitants of any other globe; it being, 1 
think, exceedingly weak and idle to ſuppoſe, 
that Jſaac's life did, or could come in com- 


petition 


[ 103 
petition with the publick good, of the in⸗ 
Habirants of any other planet, or remote re- 


gion of the univerſe. When I read- your re- 
marks, I was ſurprized to find, that you had 


erde of me as above, and had repeated it 


over, and over. This led me to read atten- 
rively all that I have written upon the ſub- 
ject; and with my utmoſt care, I cannot find 
any thing, which gives the leaſt countenance 
for what you have pretended; but the con- 


trary is expreſiy allowed, as in the citation 
above. 


Having ſhewed chat what you 8 of- 
feted againſt me, in the firſt place, is perfe&t- 


y groundlets, I might very juſtly excuſe.my 


ſelf from taking any notice of what you have 
_ urged againſt me in the /econd ; becauſe ſup- 


poſing you have proved your point, it makes | 


nothing againſt me. I have not only ſup- 


poſed, but proved that no circumſtance [did] 
attend the caſe, which rendered it fit that 
 Tjaac ſhould die: but then, I have not ſup- 
| poſed, and therefore I was not concerned to 
prove that no circumſtance could ſpoflibly] 5 


attend the caſe, which might render it fit 


that Jſaac ſhould die. And therefore, if you : 
could produce a thouſand circumſtances, in 


which it would have been fit for Tjaac to die, 


ſuppoſing he had been under any of thoſ> = 
cCircumſtances; yet all this would be. foreign to 
the argument, 1 it would make nothing a- 


gainſt me; becauſe they are ſuch circumſtancee, 
as the caſe of Zac was not concerned with. 


But | 
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Hut leuſt you ſhould ſtill imagine, that what 


you have farther offered againſt me is juſt 


in itſelf, and pertinent to your pur poſe, I 
therefore proceed, 


Secondly, To examine the ſeveral circum- 
ſtances you have produced, as they he ſcat- 


| tered in your ſermon, and which you ſup- 
poſe, if they or any of them had been Tjaac's. 
caſe, would have rendered it fit that he ſhould ; 
die. Which circumſtances I think, are as 
follow: Firſt, If 1/aac had been a very bad 
man; had rendered. himſelf an enemy to the 
common good, anda plague and peſt ro man- 
| kind; or, ſecondly, if God had foreſeen that 
this would be the caſe; or, thirdly, if 
God was diſpoſed to tranſlate him from one 
part of his dominion to another, to anſwer 
the purpoſe of a general good ; or, fourthly, 
if God had been diſpoſed to take him into 
heaven (as St. Paul) there to ſanctify him 
for his choſen veſſel, and ordain him his 
miniſter, to return to this world, and deliver 
his will to mankind; or, fifthly, to recom- 
penſe the loſs of this world's goods to him; 
or, ſixthly, to manifeſt God's own glory; or, 
eventhly, to exemplify the father's obedience, 
or the ſon's ſubmiſſion, for their improve- 
ment and that of poſterity ; ; or, lajily, if God 
| had intended to raiſe him from the dead, in 


order to evince the poſſibility and certainty of 


a future reſurrection, and to inſtruct the world 
in the affairs of another life. Theſe, Sir, are 
the circumſtances you have Produced, and (I 


think 


— 
— — — 


FE think they are all, for I would not willing- 1 | l 
. ly omit any), which you ſuppoſe, that if theſe 1 
ee nr of them had attended Jaaac's cafe, M44 
' would have rendered it fit that he ſhould die 439 
1 by the hands of his father., I fay by the hands 1 


ol his father, becauſe his * any other way g | 
N is foreign to the argument. 
Wich reſpect to theſe circumſtances, 1 ob- 


ws; in general, that if the caſe be as you 144 
8 ſay, vix. that theſe or any of theſe circumn- 0 1-9 
6.7 ſtances, if they had attended T/aac's caſe, ily 
would have rendered it fit that he ſhould me. ONES 
then, from hence it will follow, that as Jags | | * 
did not die, fo not any of theſe did attend 1 
his caſe; and therefore, they are need!ely urg- — þ 
ed, becauſe they are foreign to the argument. | | 
So that, admitting what you have urged in 1 
the ſecond place were true; yet it makes no- | 4 
thing againſt me. But, the circumſtances —_ || 
urge, I think, would not al of them have W449 
rendered it fit that Tſaac ſhould die, in the Ke 
way propoſed, and by the hands of his fa- 'Þ 
ther, which is the point Iam concerned with, 4 
And this, I think, will appear, from what I 0 
ſhall obſerve concerning them. "mM 
© | But before I do this, I ſhall premiſe one 1 1 
or two things; as, fr/?, the end of being wo |} 
intelligent beings i is happineſs. Barely to = ns 
is no advantage; to be miſerable, is a real 1 ö 
loſs; and therefore, to be happy, can be the | !! | 
| ny end of being to a ſubject capable of 16 
1 And, as this is the caſe with feſpect to "MAY 
[ bach and every individual; ſo conſequently, b 
Y 0: it N 
5 N ' HY 
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it muſt be the caſe with reſpe& to the whole ; 


that is, a general happineſs muſt be the gene- 


ral end of being to intelligent beings. And, 

as the end of being is happineſs; ſo happi- 
neſs, vig. our own and the happineſs of o- 
h thers, is the ground and foundation of all ob- 
ligations. For, as happineſs is the end of be- 


ing to each individual ; ſo each individual 


ought, in reaſon, or he is in reaſon obliged, 


to purſue happineſs for himſelf, as being hap- 
 Þy 1s really better, and therefore in reaſon 
_ ought to be preferred to non-exiſtence, to 


bare being, or to being in miſery; and con- 


ſequently, /elf-bappineſs is the ground and 
foundation of all /elf-obligations, or of all ob- 


ligations which each individual is under to 


Himſelf, And, as happineſs is the end of 
being, not only to each individual ſelf, but 
allo to every other individual; ſo each indi- 
vidual is in reaſon obliged to purſue happi- 


neſs not only for himſelf, but alſo for every 


_ other individual, as far as his knowledge and 
Power extend; provided no circumſtance in- 
tervenes, Which cancels or makes void that 
obligation. And the reaſon of this is plain, 


namely, becauſe the object of ſuch purſuit is 


really better, and cherefore in reaſon ought | 
to be preferred to its contrary, vis. to non- 


exiſtence, to bare being, or to being miſer- 


able; and becauſe pur/uit it ſelf in this caſe 


1 really better, and therefore in reaſon ought 


to be choſen rather than its contrary, . viz. 
non. action. To communicate happineſs to 
9 N others, | 


1 
| 


— ——— 
— — 


17 by 
| others, or to contribute towards i it, is to pur- i | [ 
ſue the general end of being, and as ſuch it 
is a worthy, a generous, a valuable, and 1 
i a reputable thing; it is in it ſelf really bet- 14 6 

ter, and therefore in reaſon ought to be choſen — 144 
and preferred either to non- action, or to the ns 
communicating, or contributing to the miſery x | [ 
of others; and conſequently, the happineſs 19 
of others is the ground and foundation of M1; 
all obligations ro them; and the publick Wh} 
happineſs is the ground of all obligations ro ii - 
* the publick. And, as the reaſon of the thing | 
is general, and extends to every individual; || | 
ſo the obligation reſulting from it is as gene II 
ral, and extends to every Individual alſo. And, N 
adzãs the fower of each individual is general] y . | 
„„ limited than his knowledge, and as there 
are particular reaſons reſulting from each in- 1 * 
dividual's particular relations and circumſtan- "00 | 
ces, which render it it that he ſhould prefer, THY 
with reſpect to his care and regard, one in- aan 
dividual to another, and one publick good to 1 
another publick good, when. they come in 1 
competition, and he cannot ſerve all; ſo his 
ö 1 obligations are directed and pointed | | }! 
out, by his particular relations and circum- ES 
ſtances as aforeſaid. And, as the particular 1 
relations and cirtamſtances of each individual 4 


are liable to, and very often fluctuate and 
changes ſo the particular .obligations A i: | 

2ſult from, or are pointed out by them, |} i 
fluctuate md change with them. And, as 
che Jams power in each individual, which en- 
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eternal: for the ſame circumſtances can- 
not but form the ſame relations. But then 
Ve are to underſtand, that theſe relations 


** depend only upon their circumſtances ; and, 
e that when they ceaſe, the relation itſelf, or 
Bt” 


the actual obligation that ariſes from them, 
ceaſes with them,” and fo on page, 6, 7. 
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ables him to communicate, or contribute to 


the happineſs of others, raay be abuſed, by be- 


ing employed ro communicate or contribute 
do their miſery; ſo when that is the caſe, then 
the obligation, which others were under to 


him, ariſing from the general end of being, 


are cancelled and become void. And, the rea- 
ſon of this is evident; becauſe when any in- 
dividual employs that power in communica- 
ting, or contributing to the miſery of others, 
which in reaſon ought to be employ'd in 
communicating or contributing to their hap- 
paineſs, by this he becomes an enemy to, and 
an oppoſer of the general end of being, and 
as ſuch in reaſon he forfeits all right and 
title to the care and protection of others. 
And, not only fo, but the end of being in- 
5 troduces an oppoſite obligation, viz. to reſtrain 
his power, or put an end to his being in this 
world, as the publick happineſs ſhall require. 
| Theſe, Sir, are principles, in which you and 
7 ſeem to agree, tho we differ in the appli- 
cation of them to the caſe of Tſaac. Thus 
you ſay, * The law of nature, when rightly 


{© underſtood, muſt be allowed Amun and 


Ns 


Upon which 1 obſerve, that if the ſame cir- 
$6 cumptances 
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cumſtances form the ſame relations, and con- 


ſequently the ſame obligations reſult from 
them, then thoſe obligations muſt reniain, 


as cancels them. So that it was not every 


change of circumſtance with reſpe& to 1/aac, 
but only ſuch a change, as would have can- 
celled Abraham's obligations to him, which is 
to your purpoſe, For example, ſuppoſe the 
hair upon [/aac's head had changed its colour, 
this would have been a change of circum- 
ſtance with reſpect to IJſaac; but then it 
would not have been ſuch a change, as would 
have cancelled Abraham's obligations to him; 
and yet it would have done it as effectually, as 
moſt of the circumſtances you have produced. 
Again, I premiſe, /econdly, If an end can be 
obtained two ways, and one of thofe ways is 
liable to 1% exception, and leſs inconvenience 
than the other; then, reaſon requires, that 
bat way ſhould be choſen and preferred to 
the other, and thoſe circumſtances would 
render the other way unit. Theſe things 
being premiſed, I proceed to examine the 
circumſtances you have produced. And. 
Fir, Suppoſing 1/aac had been a very bad ' 
man, one who had rendered himſelf by his 
wicked actions a common enemy to the com- 
mon good; and ſuppoſing his dying by the 
hands of his father, would have better an- 
ſwered the purpoſe of government, than his 
dying by any other hand; theſe circumſtances 


you think would have rendered it fit, that 


he 


* 


till ſuch change of circumſtance intervenes, 
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he ſhould have died by the hands of his fa- 
ther. This I readily acknowledge, and I 
beg leave to congratulate you, as well as 
myſelf upon the occafion, viz, that we are 
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once happi'y met in this queſtion; tho (which | 
I am ſorry for) we muſt very ſoon part. | 
For, ſuppoſing the caſe to have been, as it | 


zs repreſented above; then it ſeemed. to have 
required that the execution ſhould have been, 
not upon an uninhabited mountain in the land 
of Moriah, where no one could ſee it, ex- 4-7 
cept the executioner; but it ſhould have been 
in the face of ſociety, that others might have 
taken warning, by the example of J1/aac's 
ſuffering, not to be guilty of the like crimes, 
leaſt they fall under the ſame condemnation. 
Again, ſuppoſing the caſe to have been, as 
it is repreſented above; then it ſeemed to 
have required that J/aac ſhould: have ſuffer- 
ed, not in the way and manner of a burns 
_ offering #0 God, which would have beſpoke 
his innocence rather than his guilt, (ſeeing 
the creatures which were ufually offered in 
| burnt offering to God, were the moſt inof- | 
fenſive and harmleſs;) but he ſhould have 
died ſome ſhameful and ignominious death, in 
which the badneſs of his crimes would have 
been read in his puniſhment, I fay, this is 
| what the caſe would have ſeemed to require, 
and called for, ſuppoſing it to have been as 
repreſented above. So that even this circum- 
ſtance might have been very little to your 
- purpoſe. Again, 22 


Secondly, 


1 


Lan] 
 _ .. Secondly, Suppoſing God had deſcried the 
ſeeds of iniquity in 1/aac, which in after 
times would have broke forth ; had foreſeen, " 
YL. that he, from a wrong turn of education, \ 4 
or a voluntary depravity, would fruſtrare be 
; purpoſe of his providence; (by which I fup- = - | | | 
| poſe you mean, ſuppoſing God had foreſeen, 27-08 
dihyat Tſaac in after times would become a bd — 
man; this you think would have rendered = 
i fit, that Abraham ſhould kill him. Here 
1 am obliged to diſent from you; becauſe 
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what God foreſaw would take place in 1/aac 114 
in time to come, could not poſfibly cancel THE 


Abraham's obligations to him for the time F} | | 
preſent. Whilſt Iſaac ſtood ro Abraham in — 1 
the relation of a good man, and conſequently ä 
a good ſon, it was certainly Abraham's duty | | 
to have behaved ſuitably towards him as ſuch? |. i 


and, if in after times, Iſaac ſhould have be- 1 
come a bad man, and conſequently a bad ſon, i 


then, viz, in after times, it would have been 
equally Abraham's duty, to have behaved 41 
ſuitably towards him as a bad ſon. But then, = 
it could not be Abraham's duty, to have bk \ 
| Haved to T/aac as a bad ſon, whilſt he ſtood | |! } 
to him in the relation of a good ſon; ſeeinng 1) | 
the preſence of God, and the obligations of 
Abraham, were independent one of another, 
and did not affect each other at all. But 
farther, ſuppoſing that God's foreſeeing that 
Iaac would be a bad man, rendered it fit 
that he ſhould have taken his life from him, 
in order to prevent the evils foreſeen; then 
0 a8 
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as. God could have done it Various Ways, 
which were liable to Jeſs exception, and lef 


inconvenience than Abraham's killing him, and 


offering him in a burnt offering to God: ſo 


this rendered it unfit, that Jſaac ſhould die 


by the hands of his father. But even this, 


is liable to be excepred againſt, For if it was 
fit, that God ſhould take away the life of 


Jace, in order to prevent the evils foreſeen; 


then it ſeems to have been fit, that he ſhould 


have done the fame in Nero's and Caligula's, 


and in all other parallel caſes. But as God 

| did not do it in the latter caſes; ſo it ſeems 
to follow, that it was not fit, he ſhould have 
done it in the former, ſuppoſing God never 
omitted the doing what is rizht and: fr to 


be done. Again, 


"Thirdly, If God had been diſpoſed: to tran- 


ſlate 752 from one part of his dominion to 
another, to anſwer the purpaſe of a general 
good; chis circumſtance you think would 
have rendered it fir, that Iſaac ſhould die 
by the hands of kis father. But in this, I 
am likewiſe obliged to diſſent; becauſe the 5 
caſe did not require that Tjaac ſhould die to 
anfwer the purpoſe aforeſaid ; ſeeing God 
could have tranſlated him without it, as in 
the caſes of Enoch and Elijab. Beſides, 
the ſuppoſition itſelf, is, I think, the produce 
of mere wantonneſs in argument; as if God 
could not carry on the purpoſe of a general 


good, upon ſome other globe, or remote region 


of the univerſe, without tranſlating thither, 
an 


— 


0 
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an inhabitant of this globe, to anſwer that 
purpoſe. / Really, Sir, by the indulgence of 


ſuch a luxurious fancy, you might have mul- 
tiplied circumſtances and ſuppoſitions ad inf. 


nitum. You might have ſuppoſed, that ſome 
river in the moon needed to be made navigable ; 
and to be ſure, this circumſtance would have 


rendered it fit, that Abraham ſhould kill his 


ſon, in order to his tranſlation, firſt to hea- 


ven for inſtruction, and then to the 1007, to 


| anſwer ſo valuable a purpoſe. Again, 


 Fourthly, If God had been diſpoſed to take 
Jſaac into heaven (as St. Paul,) there to ſanc- 
tify him for his choſen veſſel, and ordain 


him his miniſter, to return to this world, 


and deliver his will to mankind ; his circum- 
ſtance you think would have rendered it it, 
that Abraham ſhould have killed him. And 
here again I am obliged to dent, upon the 
fame grounds as in the preceding caſe; and 


your having St. Paul's caſe immediately in 
your view, who was not killed in order to 


his tranſlation, but was tranſlated without it, 
ſhould have ſhewed you the _— of this 


- ſuppoſition. Again, 


_ Fiftbly, If Tjaac had been a great lufferet 
in his worldly goods, and God had been diſ- 


poſed to recompence his loſs; his circum- 
flance you think would have rendered it it, 


that Abraham ſhould have killed him. Here 
alſo I am obliged to differ from you; becauſe |. 


Juch a change of circumſtance, could not poſ- 
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ſtance could in the leaſt weaken Abraham's 
obligation, much leſs introduce its oppoſite ; 
and becauſe I cannot conceive how the death 
of Jſaac could poſſibly terminate in the glory 
of God. Solomon ſaith, Proverbs xix. 17. - 
The diſcretion of a man deferreth his anger, and 
it 1s bis glory to paſs over a tranſgreſſion. 
Thar is, when a man has ſuch a command 
of his paſſions, as that under proper circum- 
ſtances, and when the reaſon of the thing 
requires it, he does not reſent, but paſſes over 


> 


/ | f / 


fibly cancel Abraham's obligations; and be- 
cauſe if God had been diſpoſed to recom- 
pence 1/aac's loſs, he could have done it in 


| this world, as in the caſe of Job, or he could 


have tranſlated him to heaven, as he did 
Elijah. So that his dying, much leſs his 


dying by the hands of his father, was not 
neceſſary to that end, nor do the circum- 


ſtances of the caſe require it. Again, 
Sixthly, If God had been diſpoſed to ma- 


nifeſt his own glory, his circumſtance you 


think would have rendered it ff, that Abra- 


ham ſhould have taken away the life of his 
ſon. But here alſo: I am obliged to diſſent; 


| becauſe I cannot perceive how this circum- 


a tranſgreſſion, this is a worthy, and a repu- 


table action, and terminates in his glory; be- 

cauſe in fo doing, he acts ſuitable to his 
character as a rational being. But then, for 

| God to command Abraham to take away the 
life of his innocent ſon, with an intent that 


y on 


ay] 


it ſhould be obeyed, when there was no 


rule nor reaſon for it, but- merely to ſhew 
God's abſolute ſovereignty over his creatures; 
this muſt terminate, not in his glory, but in 


his diſbonour; becauſe it is acting below him- 
ſelf, and unſuitable to his character, as the 


moſt rational, and the wiſe} and beſt of Be- 


ings. Again, 


Seventhly, If God had thought fit to ex- 
_ exemplify Abraham's obedience, and Tjaac's 
ſubmiſſion, for their improvement and that 


of poſterity; this you think would have ren- 


dered it t, that I/aac ſhould die by the 
hands of his father. But in this alſo I am 
obliged to diſſent; becauſe the exemplifying 
of theſe were circumſtances, which Abra- 
| ham's obligations were no way concerned 
with, and therefore they could not be can- 
ceelled by them; and becauſe I cannot con- 


ceive, What valuable improvement either A- 


braham, or Iſaac, or poſterity could make 
hereby. As for Abraham, his taking away 
Iſaac's life, would indeed have been an act of 
obedience in a very trying inſtance, an in- 
ſtance which ſtrikes the mind with horror, * 
and from which nature would be apt to 
ſtart; for who can imbrew their hands in 
the blood of their innocent children, with- 
out the greateſt reluctance? But then, it is 
hard to conceive, what valuable improvement 
Abraham could make upon it. Indeed, his 
acting againſt reaſon and natural aſfections in 
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one inſtance, might render him capable of 
doing it again in other inſtances with Jeſs 
reluctancy; and this tended to /efſen the pow- 
er of reaſon, and to weaken thoſe affections, 
and render them z/elejs. And farther, his 
- ſubmitting to the arbitrary command of God, 
might learn him to aſſume abſolute ſovereign- 

ty, and to play the Zyrant over his depen- 
dants. Theſe are the improvements (if they 
may be ſo called,) which Abraham was ca- 
pable of, and likely to make upon this: ac- 
tion. As for T/aac, I think he is out of the 
caſe; becauſe his life was to be taken away, 
and that ſurely would put a ſtop to all 
farther improvement with reſpe& to him, 
Except he was to be raiſed from the dead, 
and then, with reſpect to improvement, he 
would have ſtood upon the ſame foot with 
poſterity, And as to them, the wſes they 
were likely to make, were ſuch as theſe; 
namely, men might be led by Abrabam's ex- 
ample to offer their children in ſacrifice to 
God; and it likewiſe tended to eftabliſh this 
Hractice among thoſe who were then in the 
„ uſe of it; and this was more likely to be 
the caſe, when the action was conſidered, as 
backed with a divine command. So that 
there ſeemed no room to doubt of ſuch ſa- 
_ crifices being accepted. Again, parents and 
governours might be led from Abraham's 
_ example, eſpecially, when conſidered, as back- 
ed with a divine command, to aſſume and 


& - [ I I 7 ] | 
exerciſe an abſolute ſovereignty over their chil- 
dren and people, and thoſe children and peo 
ple might be led by Iſaac's example, paſſively "10 
to ſubmit, in ſuch inſtances and caſes, in 35 
which it would be their duty to ret. Theſe, 


9 

IT think, were the improvements, which 44 

poſterity. were likely to make upon this a ||] 

tion. Again, — 

Eigbibly and laſtly, If God had intended .. = 
2 raiſe Iſaac from the dead, to evince the 1.4 


poſſibility and certainty of a future reſurrec- Ml 
tion, and to inſtruct the world in the affairs 
of another life; this, you think, would have 

rendered it fir, that Iſaac ſhould die by the 

hands of his father. And here likewiſe I 
am obliged to diſſent from you; becauſe 
_ theſe circumſtances would by no means cancel 
_ Abraham's obligations, and becauſe the death 
of Iſaac was not neceſſary to anſwer theſe | 

purpoſes. Mortality ſooner or later attends 
all our ſpecies: ſo that if God had thought 
fit to raiſe a perſon from the dead to anſwer 

the purpoſes aforeſaid, then every day afford- 
ed inſtances of mortality, and proper ſub- 
jects for him to have exerciſed ſuch power 
upon, and whom he might have raiſed up, 
and ſent forth, to anſwer thoſe purpoſes. 
And therefore, thoſe circumſtances would not 
have rendered it it, that Jaac ſhould die, 


much leſs that he ade die by the hands of 5 
oy taker, | 
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"Thus, Sir, I have examined the circum- 
ſtances you have produced, and, I think, 
have fully ſhewn that they are not to your 

purpoſe. "The account which the hiſtory 
gives of the caſe 1s, that the command was 
given to Abraham by way of temptation or 
trial, without entering into the queſtion, - 


5 whether the action was fit or unfit. Indeed, - 


7 7 : a >. RS b — 
— . ve 3 — £ * ä — — Rs * 28 — 
— - a by IO - Go T” by * - & - > 
- — - * — 7 _— — 2 D 2 9938 Bi 2% nl — n — 0 > = : —— 0 
: = 4 — - — g * "> _ 2 - — — — — —. p ray ZE — #: y . — . . = 4 o_ od % 
8 Fg . — . * 42 - - 4 _, 4 " "I i * ih - = = £ 1 . - 
T - x; IS 8 — a . — — N — % 
I Ws —_—_— ä ——— . — => ; — 1 — p ̃ - , 8 
” 7: i: LI r * 1 — - — .—-_— - 
: ag . 3 * + \ 
LA — * 1 = 
** — — — 

N — . — — _ : 

—— * = = = * 4 , — . = - = . 

— — — — — * N N 9 

5 ; 4. 1 . 
— 
» 
a . 
* * 


— — 


9 A a a pede 5 vals &” 5 
9 I n ang fu ER 1 — — 
— - — — ow _ . - — 2 — — — 
a — =— * aw — - — * * 


—̃ A— 
— $ 6 4 ad . 


— — 
J —— 


. ry 


— E N 
of = — — — 
. *˙* * —————— 
3 * «x h. 
' B — wy 
LY 5 a 3 N — 
* 


me”) a — 


- : 3 * , 
RE ee I nas FED 


— 
* 


bas. r - 
—— ——————— IE — 


God's recalling the command plainly proves, 
that the action was wnfit; and therefore, why 
ſhould you wrack your invention, to find 
out circumſtances to ground the fitneſs of 
the action upon, when the hiſtory does not 
ſuppoſe it to be fit, but plainly proves the 
contrary? 
To conclude ; I beg leave to obſerve, that 
truth is what I value and purſue, and this is 
the ground of all my enquiries; and, as I 


have offered my thoughts on many ſubjects . 


to publick conſideration; ſo it is with this 
view, that they may be examined, and that 
my readers may judge whether my reaſon- 
ing upon any queſtion, carries the force of 
truth with it or not. And, if any man 
thinks me to be in error, (from which I do 
not pretend to be exemptʒ) he has not only 
a right, but I think it is commendable for 

him to endeavour to refute me, provided 

it be done in a proper manner. Error is 


not deſireable in itſelf, nor to be choſen r 


its own. fake, it is what Jam no way in- 
iereſted in, it anſwers no good purpoſe to 
me 


„ % I 
me in this world, and I preſume you will 
grant it will not in another : and, therefore, 


I am obliged to any man who thinks me in 


error, (which poſſibly may be the caſe in 
many inſtances, tho I perceive it not,) if 
he will be ſo kind to uſe his endeavour 
to ſet me right. But then give me leave 
to add, that this is to be 
reaſon and argument. 


Ian, 
Reverend Sir, 


Wurs to ſerve, 


.  $zrum, September 
I 3 1733: 
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Equity and RE ASONABLENEss 
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| Of a4 future | 


Ju por cxemplificd: 


OR, 


A Dient on the PananLly & | 
the unmerciful Servant, as it is 


related in Matthew xviii. verſe 2 3. 
to the End of the Chapter. 
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Jo DoweNT exemplified. 


Marruew xviii. 35. 


85 2 hall my beaventy Father 
do alſo unto you, if ye from your 
| hearts forgive not ery: - one bis 


brother their feln 


HESE words are the 33 — 
of the parable which precedes them, 
in which the equity and reaſonable 
5 _ neſs of a future Judgment, and re- 

tribution are exemplified. The parable is 

as follows, verſe 23, to the end of the chapter, 
Therefore is the kingdom of heaven likened unto 

à certain king, which would take an account 
of bis. ſervants. . And when he had begun to 
reckon, one was. brought unto lim which owed 


. bin 


8 we : a. 


= Fa 7 — 


him ten thouſand talents. But foraſmuch as 


| he had not to pay, bis lord commanded him to 


be fold, and his wife and children, and all that . 
he had, and payment to be made. The ſervant * 
therefore fell ds and wor/iphed bim, - 
Tord, have patience with me, and T will pay 
thee all, Then the lord of that ſervant was 


moved with compaſſion, and. looſed him, and 
forgave him the debt. But the ſame ſervant 


avent out, and ' fewnd. one of his Fellow, ſervants, 


viel owed him an hundred pence: and he laid 


Hands on him, and took him by the throat, ſay- 
ing; Pay me that thou oweſt: And bis. Flore 


| ſervant fell down at his feet, and beſought him, 


ſaying, Have patience, with. me, and, 1 will pay 
thee all, And he would not: but went and caſt 


him into priſon, till he ſhould. Nee y be debt. $9, 
ven his fellow ſervants ſaw what-was gone, 
they were very ſorry, and came and told into 
their lord all that was dane. | Then. his he 


after that be had. called him, ſaid unto. 


O thou-wicked ſervant, I forgave thee all t. 5 : 
debt, becauſe thou deſiredſi me: fhouldeſt not. 


r alſo have had compaſſion on thy fellow ſer-: 


vant, even as, Thad pity on. thee? And his 
lord was wroth, and delivered him to the tor 
mentors, till be ſhould pay all tbat was due un- 
to him. So likewiſe ſhall my heavenly F ather 
do aſſo unto you, if ye from your hearts forgrue. 


not every one bis brother their treſpaſſes.. , 


A future judgment and retribution is an af- 
Ain of the utmoſt importance to mankind, and 


therefore ſurely it oy for our greateſt at- 


 Fention, 2 


| 
| 
ll 
| 
| 


—— 
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Fention, and our moſt, ſerious regard.” For if 
God will call us all to an account for our 
| ; preſent behaviour, and if he will deal with 
us in another ſtate, according to the merit 
| or demerit, the worthineſs or unworthineſs 


of our preſent actions, then, moſt certainly 
tit nearly concerns every one of us to take 
| great heed to our ways, and carefully to direct 9 
65 our actions, that ſo when we give up our it 
| | account, it may be with Joy, and not with \ | 
| grief. And as a future, judgment is what 1 
mankind are deeply intereſted in, ſo _—_ . 


opinions concerning it. have been many, and - 
various; ſome of which have been 77jurious 
to that moral evidence, upon which the cer- --- 
tainty of a future judgment is founded, © 
/ Thus ſome men have thought that the i 
3 puniſhment which will hereafter be inflicted — | | 
on wicked men, in conſequence of a future 
judgment, will be. of perpetual and eternal 
duration: and from. hence others haye been 15 
apt to conclude, that then we can have 6 | 
certainty that there will be any future retri= | } 
bution at all. For tho' men are capable of _ 14 
performing very bad actions, and tho' their 
faults are capable of being greatly. aggravated, 
yet the greateſt and worſt of theſe, under 
the higheſt aggravations, ſeem to bear no 
proportion to ſuch puniſhment as is of perpe- 
tual and endleſs duration. And therefore e 
think it may fairly be preſumed that God + | 
will rather not call to account, nor puniſh 9 
| wicked men, than 90 it in a way . which will $\ 
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be more unrighteous than thoſe unrighteous ac- 
tions which are ſuppoſed: to be the grounds of 
that puniſhment. But then the concluſion in 
the preſent caſe is not to be admitted, becauſe 
it is founded upon a groundleſs principle. For 
admitting that God will judge the world, 
and that he will puniſh wicked men in con- 
ſequence of that judgment, yet it will not 
follow that the puniſhment inflicted will be 
dl iſproportionable to mens crimes; much leſs 
that it will be of An, and eternal du 
5 ration. 

If it ſhould be ſaid, that the doctrine of 
the eternal 'and endleſs. duration of -puniſh= 
ment to the wicked is delivered in the Bible, 
and that the doctrines therein contained are 
a divine revelation :, to this it may be anſwer- 
ed, fir rſt, That if, this. doctrine be really con- 


| rained in the bible, then the conſequence will 


4 = 


9 2 a 
2 . : - * — ey — *C : . * - py K 
r e 8 . > _ 5 — 4 : . 1 * A 2 3-4," fs mg , * , 0 * * N - p, - 0 — 
—— 2 _ : 1 99 — N Ht} 6 * „ — oy " —— 2 — — pe — OS: Wo wh v 2 PR, ron BIS Cn ST Wy”, ond — 2 a 2 * . 22 r — 
"Pr Pr Pony ” er ſd . n — p < ” mu 8 — 2 a 2 — — — 2 . 09; . Om, * " 3 7 | — — — — — on 4 4 — — — — py => — *S — 
5 - 2 WY — * LO Fre — 1 _ PL. = - _ * Wa XN : SL Sl. ; 4 , — * by * 3 
* * * * „ 2 1 Aa ISO 1 = < — * — — * * A. - _— — 7 - 2 — — nab 6 — " 
* 7 . r — "29 _ ou Commu _ * Ws SPI 4 ” 7 „ - " = . ER es * — * as A 
T " x 2 "V2 % — . = pe 2 - — = — 1 * 
- b a CPE * . 2 8 ; * 
— — — — — _ * * « was * 8 - 
mer — —— — — — . : — By : — I—_ _ _ 2 
. - = * - my — — — - — 
. . . 7 5 * , P - a . —— 2 ; 
. — 5 7 I : : * " — K os PR — — 
. > - 2 — & 
- - . 
# 
: . 
2 * 


yy Poles 


* 
— > #4 


* 
py ar ů— 


= 
— a 
> £ : , „ 
** . —y— — — 
— * E 9 8 A On. CS —— -_ 
r — l 


— 


— 2 
„ — fp — 

— — SL 
> Sd . . 


re ne 


ou — — — — 
3 
- — — — = 


5. 5 
N 

2 * 

= mp 
” — 


ny 4 * 
ey > w rm ef 
: q * 3 — 22 — DI — ow 2 OP D 3 = ' 
< — nk K — 2 = 2 = 2 5 * — — 12 — — 2752 —— 2 * N N 3 2 
ws — > — 7 * — — 
— — —— —— — — 3 N - 2 — r 2 Np : 2 = © <li 2 = * * 
2 — · · ··ů i wy HSE 8 ä — — 5 _ - 
% 
© . 5 
. . 4 N . x - l » : . « 
% _ . 
* , r | 


be, not that the puniſhment of the wicked 
will be of. perpetual and endleſs duration, but 
that not all and every doctrine contained in 
the bible is a divine revelation: becauſe the 
doctrine under conſideration muſt be except- 
ed, ſeeing no external evidence, how great 
ſoever, can prove a doctrine to be a divine 
revelation, that is contrary to juſtice and equi- 
ty, and thereby is repugnant to reaſon : and 
ſuch the doctrine of the eternal and endleſs | 
duration of puniſhment to the wicked plain- 
ly appears to be. Again it may be anſwer- 
ed, ſecondly, That the aforeſaid doctrine is 
not contained in the bible. For tho! it is 


r 


- ac 
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there ſaid, that the puniſhment of the wicked 
| ſhall be everlaſting, and that ir ſhall be eternal, 

yet as thoſe terms, when applied to other 

ſubjects in the bible, are not always uſed to 


expreſs a firi@ and proper eternity, but fome- 


times only a long duration, 


the moſt abſolute and unlimited ſenſe, when 


applied to the ſubject under conſideration. 
Thus we read, Gen. xvii. 8. that God gave to 
Abraham, and to his ſeed after him, the land 


of Canaan for an everlaſting poſſeſſion. Where 


the word everlaſting, at moſt can ſignify but 
a long duration. Thus again, Jude vii. it is 
ſäaid, that Sodom and Gomorrha, and the cities 
about them, are ſet forth for an example, 
ſuffering the vengeance of eternal fire: where 
the word eternal can ſignify no longer dura- 
tion than the conſumption or diſſolution of 
the ſubjects upon which that fire fed, which 
eternity was ſurely of a very 
And therefore as the words gverlaſting and 
eternal, when applied to other ſubjects in the 
bible, are ſometimes plainly to be underſtood 
ina reſtrained and limited ſenſe ; ſo by pari- 
ty of reaſon, they ought thus to be under- 
ſtood, when applied to the puniſhment in- 
flicted on the wicked, in i of a 
future judgment. 
Thus again, ſome men have thought FRY 
a future Judgment, and retribution, is purely 


medi- 


ſhort duration. 


or only the 
deſtruction and diſſolution of the ſubject to 


which they are applied; therefore it is very 8 
unfair and unequal to underſtand them in 
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medicinal; and that God will reward good. 
men, and punifh wicked men, in another 


ſtate, not on the account of any real merit, 


or demerit in their preſent actions, which 


render them the ſuitable and proper objects 


of ſuch rewards or putuſhments, and which 
will be che ground or reaſon of the divine 
- diftribution of them, but only on the account 


of, and as thoſe rewards and puniſhments 


© naturally tend to lead men at preſent to the 
practice of virtue, and to reſtrain and reep 
them from vice: and that were God. to pun- 
iſh wicked men in another ſtate, merely on 
account of the viciouſneſs of their preſent 
actions, this would. be no other than the 
produce of reſentment, this would be to pun- 
1th for puniſhment jake, or to anſwer no good 
end, which is contrary to true goodneſs, and 
therefore: cannot be the caſe : and from hence 
others have been apt to conclude, that then 
we can have 70 certainty that there will be 
any future retribution at all. For if the 
only ground or reaſon of future rewards and 
puniſhments be to lead men af preſent to the 
practice of viftue, and to refrain and Rep. 
them from vice, then when the ſcene of ac- 
tion is at an end, the ground and reaſon for 
_ rewards and puniſhments mult ceaſe, and con- 
fequently there will be no future retribution 
at all; becauſe to reward or puniſh after the 
ſcene of action is over, is upon the preſent 
ſuppoſition, to do it without any juſt ground, 
and to "anſwer no good end. For * 
medi- 
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-medicinal advantage may ariſe to mankind 


from the divine threatnings and promiſes, by 


leading them to the practice of virtue, and 
by reſtraining and keeping them from vice, 
it is plain that the execution of them can have 


no ſuch effect, when the ſcene of action is at 
an end, and that if the divine promiſes and 
threatnings do produce the intended effect, 


then the execution of them is not neceſſary 


to that end: and if they do not obtain it, 


then the execution of them cannot poſſibly 


do it; ſeging the time for action and trial 
will be „ and then, upon the preſent 
ſuppoſition, -puniſhment would be no other 
than the produce of reſentment, it would be 
to puniſh for puniſhment ſake, or to anſwer. 
no good end; which is contrary to true good- 
neſs, and therefore cannot be the caſe. So 
that upon the preſent ſuppoſition, a future 
judgment and retribution will be z/eleſs, and 
to the wicked it will be a cruel and ne 
thing. But then the concluſion in the pre 
ſent caſe is not to be admitted, becauſe it 


is founded upon a groundleſs principle. And, 


Here, I think, I cannot better expreſs my 
ſelf, with reſpect to the point in hand, than 
I have done elſewhere *, upon another oc - 
caſion, which I therefore beg leave to tran- 
ſcribe. For tho rewards and puniſhments - 
may be medicinal; that is, though the re- 
« warding a perſon, for performing a good 


* Se ny Colleftion of Tra as, page 376. 
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action, may become an excitement to the 


actor, and to others to perform the like 
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« tor, and others from doing the like evil 
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good actions, in hope of obtaining the 


like reward; and though the puniſhing a 


perſon, for performing an evil action, 
may become a means to reſtrain the ac- 


actions, thereby to avoid their falling un- 
der the like correction; yet theſe are rather 
« the effects and conſequences of, than the 
ground and foundation of rewards _— 
| puniſhments. Rewards and pn 5 
have their reaſon in what is 


in what is to come. It is the valuableneſs 


of a paſt action, which renders one man 


worthy of reward ; and it is the vileneſs 
of a. paſt action, which renders another man 
worthy and deſerving of puniſhment. And 


as reſentment and gratitude are the ſprings 


of action to men, in the preſent caſe; ſo 
they are both excited by what is af, and 
not by any thing which is to come. It 


is mens bad actions, which raiſe in. us 
the paſſion of reſentment; and it is mens 
good actions, which excite in us the affec- 


tion of gratitude. And as theſe are made 
parts of the human conſtitution, by the 
great Author of our being; ſo, I think, 


** they are equally founded in reaſon, whilſt | 


under the direction and government of it. 


That is, whilſt directed to proper objects, 


and kept within due bounds.” And this 
the caſe with reſpect to God ; he rewards 
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one being becauſe his precedent behaviour has 


rendered him worthy of, or the proper ob- 
je& of ſuch reward ; and he puniſhes another 
becauſe his precedent behaviour has rendered 


him juſtly deſerving of, or the proper object 


of ſuch puniſhment. And tho' there be no 


ſuch thing, ſtrictly ſpeaking,” as paſſions or | 

affections in God, yet there is the reaſonable- 
neſ and fitneſs of the thing in the preſent. 

caſe, which is as much a ſpring and princi- 


ple of action to him, as paſſions and affec- 


tions are to us. Hane and affections were 


placed in, or made a part of our conſtitution, 


in order to excite us to perform right ations, 
(cho' they very often occaſion the contrary); = 
and therefore, it would be right and fit for 
us, as moral agents, to perform thoſe actions 
even if we were void of all paſſion and af- 
fection, which is the caſe with reſpect to 
God. © And ſuppoſing the only reaſon for 


et rewards and puniſhments, in civil ſociety, 


* were, to excite men to perform good ac- 
cc 


it is not what is the ground and founda- 
tion of rewards and puniſhments in point 


* of policy, but what is ſuch in point of rea- 


; 


« ſon and morality, which is the ſubje& of 
our preſentenquiry. Tho', I think, puniſh- 
ments in civil fociety are not to be confi- 
dered barely as medicinal, but alſo as acts 

* " nd 


cc 
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tions, and to reſtrain them from doing 
K what is evil, without any regard to the 
perſonal merit or demerir of” the actor; 
yet that alters not the caſe here, becauſe 
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e of publick reſentment, in which the ſuffer- 
* ing perſon is afflicted, becauſe he is inju- 
rious and hurtful to ſociety, as well as to 
prevent the like evils for time to come. 
* For as it is evident that laws with their 
e ſanctions, viz. the threatnings and promiſes 
* annexed to them oo? forward, and have 


« their reaſon in what is 70 come, namely, to 
direct the future behaviour of men, and 
© to engage them to act accordingly ; ſo it is 


© alike evident, thar the execution of thoſe 


ſanctions, in rewarding and puniſhing, lots 


« oackward, and hath its reaſon in what is 


< paſt; namely, one man is rewarded becauſe 
che has kept, and another man is puniſhed ; 
e becauſe he has tranſgreſſed the law. And 
„ tho' rewards and puniſhments may have 
7 an influence upon mens future behaviour, 
* yet that is, as I have obſerved above, ra- 
Ather a conſequence of, than the reaſon of 

© them, it being mens paſt actions which are 
e . and reaſon of their diſtribu- 


t ton; 
As there is a natural and an eſſential d; if- 


fer ence in things; and as there is a rule of 


oy 2 


aclion reſulting from that difference, which 
every moral agent ought in reaſon to direct 
and govern his behaviour by; and as there 
are in conſequence thereof, ſome actions ff 
lo be performed, and others fit to be avoided, 


which actions are juſtly approveable or con- 
demnable; fo ſome of thoſe actions afford a 


lt ground or reaſon of action to a by- ſtan- 


e, 
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der, who is no way intereſted in them, to act 


differently toward the actor, according to the 
virtuouſneſs or viciouſneſs of thoſe actions. 
Some actions have ſuch an intrinfick good- 
neſs and valuableneſs in them, as render the 
actor not only lovely and amiable to a by- 
ſtander, but alſo worthy of his Higheſt re- 


gard, worthy that the actor's Aan e, ſhould 
be recompenced upon his own head, worthy, 
that is to ſay, ft and reaſonable, that every 
other intelligent being, within whoſe notice 
it comes, and where power and opportunity 


ſerve, could contribute to the increaſe of 


his felicity which contribution is called re- 
Ward. And this is the caſe, when conſider- 
ed abſtractedly from the medicinal influence 
of ſuch reward. Again there are other ac- 
tions which have ſuch an inherent vileneſs 
and baſeneſs in them, as not only render th 
actor juſtly odious and contemptible to a2 
by-ſtander, who is no way intereſted in them; 
but alſo worthy of his % diſpleaſure, wor- 
thy that the actor's wicked actions ſhould be 
recompenced upon his own head, worthy, 
that is to ſay, ft and reaſonable, that every 
other intelligent being ſhould contribute ro 
bis miſery, as the demerit of his vile actions 
deſerves; which contribution is properly call- 


ed puniſhment. And this is the caſe when 


_ conſidered abſtractedly from the medicinal | 


influence of ſuch puniſhment. And, 


That there are, or may be, ſome actions 
which render the actor worthy of favour or 


reward, 
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reward, and others which render the actor 
worthy of diſpleaſure or puniſhment, when 


conſidered abſtractedly from the medicinal in- 
fluence of ſuch reward or puniſhment, is ex- 
emplified in the parable before cited. There 


we have the relation of a king who would 


take an account of his ſervants; and that 
one was brought unto him who owed him 


ten thouſand talents. This was a debt which, 


as it was juſtly - contracted to his lord, and 
therefore with equal juſtice might be demand- 


ed by him; ſo it was far above the ſervant's 


ability to pay: and. therefore his lord re- 


quired that he ſhould be ſold, and his wife 


and children, and all that he had, that pay- 
ment might be made. This was a hard ſay- 


ing, taking all circumſtances into the caſe : 


and, if the command had been executed, 


would have been a very ſevere thing; be- 


cauſe tho' the ſervant had juſtly contracted 
the aforeſaid debt, and if wy had been in 
circumſtances ſufficient for that purpoſe, it 
would have been his bounden duty to have 
paid it; yet as this debt far exceeded his a- 
bility to pay, and as he had nor, by any pre- 
cedent misbehaviour, rendered himſelf un- 
worthy of his lord's pity. and benevolence ; {o 
for his lord to have withheld it from him, 
under theſe circumſtances, would have been 
a hard and ſevere thing. However, his lord 
commanded that he ſhould be fold, and his 
wife and children, and all that he had, that 
| PL might be made, This ſevere ſen- 


tencèe 


— m 


ES, 2 
tence could not but give the ſervant the r- 
moſt concern; and he fell down at his maſter's 
feet, ſaying, Lord have patience with me, and 
I will pay thee all. He did not requeſt that 
his lord would forgive bim the debt, but on- 
ly deſired that the ferementioned ſentence 
might be revoked; that his lord would give 
him longer time, and then he would pay all 
that was due. And tho' this propoſal was 
ſuch as there was no proſpect it could ever 
be made good, yet as it was the beſt, and 
moſt, and all that he could offer or propoſe, 
under his circumſtances; as it ſhewed an ho- 
neſty of mind, and a willingneſs, and a reſo- 
lution to pay the debt to the full, if ever it 
ſhould be ſo in his power; fo this honeſt 
humble application to his maſter had its pro- 
per effect; his lord was moved with com- 
paſſion, and not only revoked the aforeſaid 
ſentence, but alſo frankly and generouſly for- 
gave him all that was due unto him. Here 
is ſuch an inſtance of kindneſs and diſinte- 
reſted benevolence as rendered the actor, not 
only truly amiable and lovely to all others, 
but alſo werthy of their regard, worthy that 
his kindneſs ſhould be recompenced to him, 
_ worthy, that is to ſay, fit and reaſonable, that 
every other intelligent being ſhould, when 
power and opportunity ſerv'd, as generouſly 
contribute to the increaſe of his felicity. 
It is farther related in the aforeſaid para- 
dle, that this very ſervant, who with his fa- 
fe mily, 
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mily, were juſt then reſcued from ſlavery, by 


the very great bounty and kindneſs of his 


lord, went out, and found one of his fellow- 


ſervants, which owed him an hundred pence. - 
This was a debt which bore a very ſmall 
proportion to ten theuſand talents that the o- 
ther had then been generouſly diſcharged from, 
by a maſter common to them both. And 


tho' debtor and creditor, in the preſent caſe, 


ſtood to each other in the relation of fel- = 
low-ſervants, and as ſuch, the former had 

reaſonable ground to expect favourable uſage 
from the latter; yet the latter, as if he had 

loſt all ſenſe of the great kindneſs which 
had then been ſhewn him by his lord, and 
as void even of common humanity; took his 
fellow-ſervant by the throat, ſaying, Pay me 

that thou oweſt, This demand, though juſt 
in itſelf, as it was no other than claiming 


a juſt debt, 15 when done in ſo barbarous, 


| yet made the moſt humble ſubmiſſion, and 
the moſt 2 propoſal to his fellow- 
ſervant: He feli down at his feet, ſaying, 
Have patience with me and I will pay thee 
al, For though what was demanded did 
not exceed his ability to pay, yet it was 
what, in an inſtant, he could not raiſe, and 
therefore he requeſted not for any abate- 


ment, 


itable a manner, could not 
but raiſe e in every good and ten- 
der mind. He took his fellow-ſervant by the 
throat, ſaying, Pay me that thou oweſt. The 
debtor though accoſted in ſo rude a manner, 


. or ww ent —— 


"WP 1 
ment, but only for a little longer time, and 
then he was willing and ready, and ſhould 


be able to pay the other all that was due 
unto him. This application for a favour 


ſo reaſonable in itſelf, and done in ſo very 
humble and fubmifive a manner, one would 


have thought, ſhould not have failed of ſuc- 


ceſs; and yet ſuch was the cruelty and hard- 


| heartedneſs of this man, that nothing could 
work upon him to ſhew any mercy or pity. 


And though he had at that very time been 


| heard in a ie caſe, and had been generouſly 
diſcharged from a much greater debt, by his 
lord, yet he would not grant this moſt rea- 

f ſonable requeſt of his fellow-ſervant, but went 


and caft him into priſon till he ſhould pay the 


debr. This was introducing of miſery againſt 


the moſt humble application, and the ſtrongeſt 
reaſons to the contrary. This was an action 
fo cruel and barbarous in itſelf, and perform- 
ed under ſuch aggravating circumſtances, as 
rendered the actor, not only juſtly odious and 
dieſpiſeable to every by-ſtander, who were no 
way intereſted in it, but alſo worthy of their 
diſpleaſure, worthy chat his evil deed ſhould _ 
be recompenced upon his own head, worthy - 


to feel the weight of that burthen which he 


ſo unmercifully and cruelly had laid upon 
another; worthy, that is to ſay, fit and rea- 
;  ſonable, that every other intelligent being ſhould 

contribute to his miſery, as far as the deme- _ 


rit of his vile actions deſerved. Again, 
, 


i 


C 36 


It is farther related in the 2 that 
when his fellow-ſervants ſaw what was done, 
they were very lorry, and went and told 
their lord- all that was done, - This was an 
action ſo fingularly vile, and fo far exceeding 
the ordinary bounds of inbumanity, as made 
a very deep and ſenſible impreſſion on the 
minds of all who beheld it. To fee a man 
who upon his humble application for mere 

to his lord, had been already diſcharged from 


a debt of ten thouſand talents, a ſum which 
was greatly above his ability to pay, and 
thereby he and his family had been ſaved from 
ruin; to ſee this man, at the ſame time, go 
out from his maſter, (with his own diſcharge 


as it wwere wrote upon his forehead) and rude- 


ly la ay hold of one of his fellow-ſervants, | 
who owed him ſo ſmall a ſum as a hundred 


pence, and take him by che. Vroat, ſaying, 


Pay me that thou oweſt ; and when the 


debror upon this, made the moſt humble 
application to his fellow-fervanc and intreat- 


ed for a favour, the moſt reaſonable i in itſelf, 

the leaſt that he could ask, or that the other 
could grant, vi, only for a little time till 
he could pay the debt; be fell down at bis 


feet, and beſought him, ſaying. Have patience 


with me, and I will pay thee all; the other 
being void of all mercy and pity, ſhut up 
his bowels of compaſſion from him, ſtopt 
his ears againſt all intreaty, and refuſed to 
grant 
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grant the ſmalleſt and moſt reaſonable requeſt 


the other could ask, and cat him into priſon 


till he ſhould pay the debt. I ſay, to behold 


ſuch a complicated piece of vilencſi, could not 
but excite 7wo oppoſite paſſions in every be- 


holder, viz. that of pity to the diſtreſſed, and 


that of reſentment againſt him that would 
ſhew no mercy. And this was the caſe of 
the reſt of their fellow-ſervants; they were 
very ſorry when they ſaw what was done: 
and as they knew the good diſpoſition of 
their maſter, which had been greatly exem- 
plified in his diſcharging a debt of ten thou- 
ſand talents but juſt before; and as they like- 
wiſe knew that he had power, and reaſon, 
and ſpirit to reſent the unmerciful uſage. 
which had been given to their fellow-ſer- _ 
vant; fo they went and fold their lord all 
that was done. Then their lord called the 
unmerciful ſervant to him, and reaſoned the 
caſe, and ſhewed him the great ingratitude, 
and the monſtrous cruelty and hard-beartedneſs 
of his preſent behaviour; he faid unto him 
O thou wicked ſervant, 1 forgave thee all that 
debt becauſe 'thou deſiredſt me (or rather in 
ſo doing, I very much exceeded thy requeſt) 
ſhoulldeſi not thou alſs have bad compaſſion on 
thy fellow-ſervant, even as I had pity on thee ? 
This was a queſtion which the 5 . 
not anſwer without pronouncing judgment a- 
gainſt himſelf. I forgave thee all that ger 
becauſe thou deſiredſt me, was a rruth which 


8 2 he 
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he had happily experienced, and therefore 


could not be denied; and that there was the 
fame reaſon for him, to ſhew mercy to his 
fellow-ſervant, as there was for his lord to 


have pity on him was a truth as clear and 


evident as the former. This was ſuch rea- 
ſoning as he could not gainſay, and there- 
fore he was ſpeechleſs; Shouldeſt not thou alſo 
have had compaſſion on thy fellow-ſervant, even 
| as ] had pity on thee? The true anſwer to 
this queſtion is, that he ought to have ſhewn 
the like pity in a like caſe ; but he would 
not. And as he would not do as he ought, 
in a caſe upon which the happineſs of his 


tellow-ſervant depended, the queſtion is, 


bow he ought to be treated upon ſuch an 
occaſion. And the anſwer is, that in reaſon 
and equity he ought to be made to bear 
thy weight of that burthen which he ſo 
un] <indly and unreaſonably had laid upon 
2 This, I ſay, in reaſon and equi- 
ty ought to be the caſe: and this was 
« {cntence which his lord, as a righteous 
judge, pronounced upon him. And bis 
lord. was wroth, and delivered him to the 
 formentors till be Add 9 all that Was due 


unto him. 


A caſe like this we have in e 8 
parable to David, 2 Sam. xii. 1.4. And the 
my ſent Nathan unto David, and he came 

nto him and ſaid unto him, There were two 
men in one city, the one rich, and the other | 


poor. 


= 
& 
* 
W 
5 — — OCs I 4 
* 


— — ————— — —'' — — — 


1413 


Poor. The rich man had exceeding many Hoc ls 


and herds. But the poor man had nothing ſave. 
one little ew lamb, which he had nouriſhed up, 
and it grew up together with him, and with 


His children, it did eat of his own meat, and 


drank of his own cup, and lay in his boſom, 
and was unto him as a daughter. And there 


came a traveller unto the rich man, and he 
ſpared to take of his own flock and of his own 


herd, to dreſs for the way-faring man that came 
unto him, but took the poor man's lamb, and 

dreſſed it for the man that was come unto him. 
This was ſuch a notorious inſtance of in- 


juſtice and cruelty, per formed under ſuch ag- 
gravating circumſtances, as rendered the ac- _ 
tor worthy and deſerving of puniſhment, And 


tho David himſelf was that unjuſt and cruel. 


man, yet when the caſe was repreſented to 
him, in the perſon of another, he could not 


but abhoe the action and condemn the actor; 


and as the miniſter of publick juſtice, could 
not forbear pronouncing judgment upon him. 


And David's anger was greatly kindled againſt 
the man, and be ſaid unto Nathan, As the Lord 


 troeth, the man that hath done this thing ſhall 


ſurely die. And he ſhall reflore the lamb four- 


| fold, becauſe he did this thing, and becauſe be 
bad no pity, ver. 5, 6. 


| Happineſs is the end of being to intelli- 


gent beings, Whoever therefore freely and 


generouſly contributes to the ma of o- 


chers, by this he becomes a benefactor to the 
5 intel- 
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intelligent world, and by this the intelligent 
world become in 0 obliged gratefully 


and generouſly to return the kindneſs, by 
contributing to the increaſe of their bene fig. 
tor's felicity, when power and opportunity 


ſerve: which contribution is, (as I obſerved. 
above, ) properly called reward. And as hap- 


pineſs is the end of being to intelligent be- 


ings, ſo whoever viciouſly oppoſes, and endea- 
vours to fruſtrate and diſappoint the general 
end of being, by barring che happineſs, and 
contributing to the miſery of others, ſuch. 
an one is an enemy to the intelligent world, 
and by this the intelligent world becomes in 
reaſon obliged ro return the evil upon his head, 
by contributing to his miſery, in proportion 
to the viciouſneſs of his actions; which con- 
tribution is (as I have already obſerved) pro- 
perly called puniſhment, It was a juſt tenſe 
of this that made Cain, after the cruel and 
barbarous murder of his brother, to fear 
and expect that every one who met him 


would flay him. Gen. iv. 14. Cain by his 


wicked action had rendered himſelf an ene- 


my and an oppoſer of the general end of be- 


ing, which is a general happineſs; and as 
ſuch he had rendered himſelf the proper ob- 
ject of diſpleaſure and reſentment to every o- 
ther intelligent being, and therefore might 
juſtly fear and expect that every one who 
met him would flay him. So that rewards 
and puniſhments, when juſtly diſtributed, are 
found- 


N In 
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founded, not in paſſion or affection, but the 
reaſon of things. And therefore when puniſh- 


ment 1s juſtly inflicted upon a, proper object, 
this is not puniſhing for puniſhment ſake, 
nor is it the effect of mere reſentment, but it 


is puniſhing upon ft grounds, and when the 


reaſon of things requires it. Neither is it 


contrary to, but perfectly con/ilent with 


true goodneſs; yea it reſults from it. For 
a being who has the greateſt concern and 


regard for a general good, has in con- 


ſequence thereof the greateſt diſlike of, and 
a juſt indignation againſt, thoſe who oppoſe | 


+ I] do not take upon me to ſtate the pro- 


portion betwixt virtue and reward, and vice 
and puniſhment: but this I ſay, that as an 
action may be more or le, virtuous or vici- 
ous; ſo the actor may in reaſon deſerve a 


greater or leſs reward or puniſhment on the 


account of it. Neither do I ſay that every 
attion which is agreeable to reaſon renders the 
actor in reaſon rewardable, or that every ac- 


tion which is repugnant to reaſon, renders the 


actor in reaſon puniſhable; but this J ſay, 
that ſome actions render the actor worthy of 
reward, and that other actions render the ac- 


tor worthy and deſerving of puniſhment, Who- 


ever contributes freely and generouſly to the 
happineſs of others, ſuch an one is in 
reaſon rewardable; and whoever viciouſly 
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and wickedly. bars the happineſs, and con- 
tributes to the miſery of others, ſuch an 


one is in reafen puniſbable. This is a 
point which I have already elſewhere con- 


| fidered more at large, to which I refer my 


reader, See my collection of tracts, Page 


449, Sc. 


Our Saviour having related the FIRE FYY ; 


parable, applied it to a future judgment and 
retribution. So likewiſe ſhall my heavenly Fa- 


ther do alſo unto you, if ye from your hearts 


forgive not every one his brother their treſ- 
paſſes. Chriſt did not enter upon a formal 


proof of the equity and reaſonableneſs of a 


future retribution, (ſuch kind of reaſoning” 
was what poſſibly his audience had not been 


uſed to, and therefore might not have re- 
ceived much inſtruction from it) but choſe. 


rather to exemplify the thing by relating a 


parable, in which zwo different characters 


are introduced, the one greatly benevolent, and 
the other moſt unmerciful and cruel, And from | 
Which his hearers, even of the loweſt un- 
derſtanding, muſt plainly perceive the equity 
and reaſonableneſs of rewarding the one, and 
_ puniſhing the other. The caſe, with reſpect 


to the unmerciful ſervant, was ſo clear and 


evident, that every one mult join: in rene 
that righteous_ ſentence which his lord pro- 


nounced againit him, of delivering him to 


the tormentors, till he thould pay the debt. 
And 


[ 145 ] 
And if it was reaſonable and equitable that 
the unmerciful ſervant ſhould be puniſhed 8 | 
according to his deſert, which ſurely every. 
one will grant; then it muſt be alike rea- 
ſonable and equitable that God ſhould call 
p us all to an account for our preſent beha- 
6 viour, and deal with every one, either in a 
way of favour, or diſpleaſure, according as 
the merit or demerit of our actions deſerve. 
This was intended to be ſhewn by the para- 
ble; and thus Chriſt applied it, and there- 
by has made his appeal to the common ſenſe 
and reaſon of mankind, Our Lord, in the 
preſent caſe, does not conſider the doctrine of 
Bo a, future rereiburion as ſolely. founded on a 
divine determination, but rather argues for it 
from the reaſon of things; fo likewiſe ſhall 
my heavenly Father do alſo unto you, if e 
ye from your hearts forgive not every one pA 
his brother their treſpaſſes. Here Chriſt 
declares that there will be a future retri- | 
FE MW, and obſerves ſeveral things concern 
=..." it Namely, 
| Fir, Who is that being to 3 W 
are accountable, and to "whoſe judgment. 
we. muſt ſtand or fall, viz. the beaventy Fa- F1 
ther of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; or that be- 
ing, agent, or perſon, whom in common 
language we characterize by the term God. 
God is the original author and fountain f 


our beings, the upholter of our lives, and 
'T the 
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the common guardian of our happineſs, and 


therefore it is to him that we are in rea- 
ſon accountable. Indeed our Lord Chriſt, 
is declared to be he perſon who will judge 


the world, but then it 1s to be remem- 


bered that he is ſo only as the miniſter of 
God, as one whom God hath appointed to 


execute his will therein. Chriſt will be che 
immediate miniſter, but it is God who will 
be the principal in chat judgment. So like- 
wiſe ſhall [my heavenly facher] do alſo un- 
to you, &c. Chriſt, in the courſe of his mi- 
niſtry, took all imaginable care to prevent, 
if poſlible, that great defection from the 
truth which has taken place in the chriſ- 
tian world, by alcribing ſupreme dominion 
0 0 other being, no other agent, or per- 
ſon, but that one being, agent, or hberſon, who , 
is % God and Father. Again, 
It is farther obſerved, with reſpect t to a 
future judgment, who will be the ſabjects 
judged. This is expreſſed by the term you, 
ſo likewiſe ſhall my heavenly Father do 
alſo unto you] Sc. The perſons to whom 
the term you was directly and immediately 
applied, were the people to u nom Chriſt 
Was preaching at that time. bur then by 
it we are to underſtand all mankind, be- 
_ cauſe there is the ſame ground or reaſon 
for God to call us all to account for our 
Preſent bchaviour, as there is for his acting 


thus 
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thus by thoſe perſons to whom Chriſt then 
preached. We, v2. mankind, are free be- 
ings, who have it in our power, (though 
ſome more, ſome leſs) and it is left to our 
choice, either to contribute towards, or to 
5 oppoſe and fruſtrate the general end of be- 

ing to intelligent beings, which is a gene- 
ral happineſs ; ; and as ſuch, we are the 
proper objects of, and are in reaſon ac- 


countable for our actions to God, who is 


the common guardian of his creatures good. 
| Again, 
It is obſerved, what will 15 the rule of 
Judging, vis. according as we behave one to 


another. So likewiſe ſhall my heavenly Fa- ” 


ther do alſo unto you, if ye from your 
hearts forgive not every one [his brother] 
their treſpaſſes. But this is what Chriſt hath 
more fully declared where he profeſſedly un- 


dertook to treat of the laſt judgment; as in 


Matthew xxv. 31. to the end of the chap- 
ter. What I would farther obſerve, is 
tbot as forgiveneſs 1 is here conſidered as = 
branch of our duty which we are to exer- 
ciſe towards one another, and that the 
ſame meaſur we mete to others, in this 
reſpect, ſhall be meaſured to us again; fo 
it is not here intended that we ſhould for- 
give all offenders, but only ſuch as have 
rendered themſelves worthy of, and are be- 
come the proper objects of chat forgive- 
3%; ᷑.7)3) 
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neſs. This is not only evident. from the 
reaſon of the thing, which Chriſt had al- 
ways a ſtrict regard to, when he recom- 


mended or laid down rules of action for 


us to walk by, but alſo from 1 5 he has 
elſewhere declared concerning it. Thus, 


Luke xvii, 3. Take heed to Tow "fied, 7 
| thy breiber treſpaſs againſt thee, rebuke him, 
and if he repent, forgive him. Beſides, it is 
our repentance and reformation which is the 
ground of God's forgiving as, and therefore 
we may be ſure it is upon the fame grounds 
that he requires and expects we ſhould r- 


give one another. I would likewiſe far- 


ther obſerve, that the forgiveneſs which God 

requires at our hands, when exerciſed to- 
wards our offending brother. muſt proceed 
from the heart, char i is, it muſt not be the 
produce of any vicious view, but muſt a- 
riſe from a right temper of mind, from a 
forgiving and benevolent diſpoſition : for o- 


therways, it will not render us worthy of 
the divine forgiveneſs; ſo likewiſe ſhall my 
| heavenly Father do alſo unto you, if ye 


{from your hearts] forgive not every one 


bis brother their treſpaſſes. 


Upon the whole, I think, it appears that 
rewards and puniſhments are not merely 
medicinal, but are alfo founded in reaſon 
and equity ; and that that is the caſe with 
reſpect to a future judgment | and retribu- | 


tron, 
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tion, in which God will reward or puniſh 


us, as well for, as according to our works, 
ol our preſent behaviour will be the rea- 


fon, as well as the rule of that judgment. 


Indeed, when the wicked ſhall have ſwf 


fered fuch puniſhment, in conſequence of 
a future judgment, as God ſhall judge to 
be a proper and ſuitable correction for their 
faults, (in which we may be ſure he will 
not exceed) and when ſuch puniſhment 


ſhall have had its proper effect, by chang- 
ing the finner, and thereby rendering him 


the proper object of mercy; then we may 
be ſure God will have mercy on him, and 
deliver him from his burthen. I ſay, we 


may be aſſured that this will be the caſe, 
becauſe God is unchangeable, and therefore 


will be as much diſpoſed to ſhew mercy Bs. 
to the proper objects of it af any time to 
came, as he is for the time preſent. 


I am ſenſible it has been thought by 
ſome, that the end propoſed to be an- 


ſwered by the future puniſhment of the 


wicked, is to give warning to the inha- 


b:rants of ſome other, and future worlds, 
and that That puniſhment will be made 


perpetual, to anſwer ſuch a purpoſe. But 


this, I think, is a ſuppoſition which does 
not appear to be well grounded. For ei- 
ther men's preſent misbehaviour will ren- 
der them. worthy and deſerving that pu- 


niſhment, 
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niſhment, and the perpetuity: of itz or it 1 

will not. If it will, chen here is reaſon 1 

ſufficient to 7 ſuch puniſhment, with- „ 

out calling in the aid of the abovemen= | 
tioned ſuppoſition. And if it will not, then, 
I think, it will be a very great hardſhip 
upon the ſufferers ; ; becauſe they are made 
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to ſuffer perpetually, merely to prevent the _ | 
faults of other beings, who will have it in . 
their power, and it will be left to th eit: 
choice, whether they will be faulty or not. 1 80 
Beſides, we have no ſuch ſuffering examples | 
held forth to give us Warning, and it will MH 
be hard to ſuppoſe that we are the fr | 
race of beings, and that there has been 5 
none before us, through the numberleſs | 
ages of a paſt eternity, whoſe misbehaviour W 
ſhould give occaſion for their ſuffering, to OS 
1ve warning to us. As to the comets, | [ 
vhatever they are, they do not ſo come - | 


” wii our notice, as to anſwer any ſuch 
REM to us. 


mw to. conflude. I beg leave to obſerve to 5 
my reader, that as the doctrine of a funk p 
ture judgment and retribution is of the ut- | 
moſt concern to mankind, ſo our belief of 
, and contending for it, will but little a- 
vail us, except it becomes a principle 4 2 
action to us, which rightly directs and go- 
verns our minds and lives. Alas! to 4 . 
Paren 
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purpoſe is it to believe, to ralk, to write, 


to preach about a future judgment, except 
it has this effect, viz. to make us live as 
becomes thoſe who muſt give an account 
of themſelves to God ? 
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A. Nene concerning the Groimds and Nee or 


what thoſe principles are, on which two of our anni- 


| verry diene ane founded: viz, That on the zoth of Janu- 


ary, being the day of martyrdom of King Charles the Firſt, ap- 
pointed to be kept as a day of faſting ; and that on the 5h of 


November, Wu the day of our deliverance from Popery and 
Slavery, by the happy arrival of his late Majeſty King William 


the Third, e to be kept as a day of eee 


o which is added, + 
The Ser ec) of er in Matters of Religion, farther con- 


ſidered. Wherein is ſhewn, that reaſon, when carefully uſed and 


followed, is to every man, who is anſwerable to God for his ac- 


tions, under any of all the moſt diſad vantageous circumſtances he 
can poſſibly fall into, whether he reſides in China, or at the 
ſufficient guide in matters of religion; that 


Cape of Good Hope, a 
is, it is ſufficient to guide him to God's favour, . and the hap- 
.Pineis ON another world. [Price One Shilling. ] | 


II. A Diſcourſe concerning Reaſon, with BAR" to > Religion 


| and Divine Revelation. Wherein is ſhewn, that r29/on either is, 


or elſe that it ought to be, a ſufficient guide in matters of religion. 
Occaſioned by the Lord Biſhop of London's 1 Paſtoral Let- 


ter. * Nin 


; 


Some Reflections upon the comparative excellency and 1. 
fulneſs of moral and poſitive Duties. 


boch by THOMAS CHUBB. 


Occaſioned by the Con- 
troverſy that has ariſen (with reſpect to this ſubje&) upon the 
publication c- c" Dr. Clar 48 Expoſition of the Church Catechiſm. 
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